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ABSTRACT 

The purpose of the study was to examine post-secondary 
attrition in terms of descriptive factors, reasons for 
withdrawal, and financial factors among dropouts. 

Representative samples of dropouts who withdrew during 
or at the end of the 1967-68 academic term were drawn from 
the University of Alberta and the Northern Alberta Institute 
of Technology. Questionnaires were sent to 504 U of A and 
176 NALT dropouts, The U-of A sample was divided into two 
groups; U of A {1) included students from all years and all 
faculties except Education students who had completed at least 
two years of study; the latter group comprised U of A (2). A 
total of 457 questionnaires were received; however, after 
those from transfer and after degree students were deleted, 
usable questionnaires numbered 163, 113, and 91 from U of A 
(1), U of A (2), and NAIT respectively. 

Information irom anstituvionalsrecords and from the 
questionnaires was analyzed by proportions and Chi Square was 
used to test the significance of differences among proportions. 
General Description 

The majority of dropouts were single, were working at 
the time of the survey, and had parents with less than grade 
twelve education. 

On the basis of rural-urban home background U of A (2) 
and NAIT dropouts tended to be from rural areas, while those 
from U of A (1) who came from urban homes slightly outnumbered 


the rural students. 
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The majority of U of A (1) and NAIT withdrawals were 
males, while the reverse was true for U of A (2). Over half 
of U of A (1) and NAIT were in academic difficulty at time 
of withdrawal, and the majority of each of these groups left 
during or at the end of the first: year. U of A (2) respond- 
ents tended to be passing courses and withdrawal generally 
occurred at the end of second year or during or at the end 
of the third year. 

Close to 60 per cent of the university dropouts had 
matriculation averages between 65 and 79 per cent. The 
majority of NAIT dropouts were non-matriculants. 

Comparisons with the total student populations of the 
institutions suggested that the dropout rate was slightly 
higher for males among U of A (1) and NAIT, and for females 
among U of A (2). Rural students withdrew at a greater 
rate than urban’ students within the U of A (2) and NAIT 
groups while this was not so among U of A (1) dropouts. The 
dropout rate appeared to be higher for first-year U of A (1) 
and NAIT students than for students in other years of their 
programs. Because of the nature of the U of A (2) group 
withdrawal occurred at the end of second year or later. 
Reasons for Withdrawal 

The great majority of withdrawals were voluntary. The 
five most frequently reported reasons for withdrawal were 
"lack of interest in courses," "not enough money to continue," 
"made the wrong program choice," "worry over personal 


problems," and "grades too low to continue." Within-group 
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analyses showed that these reasons were the most commonly 
reported ones among U of A (1) and NAIT (rank order varied); 
however, U of A (2) respondents felt that "not enough money 
to continue," "had successfully completed desired courses," 
“otiered a, fully wimes job. f.4 Polanned: Co.or did. get married,” 
and "lack of interest in courses" were the main reasons for 
withdrawal. Cross classifications on the bases of sex, 
rural-urban home background, and the extent to which with- 
drawal was voluntary resulted in a few instances where 
reasons cited differed from the group consensus. 

The great majority of U of A dropouts expressed that 
they planned to continue their post-secondary education, 
whereas, slightly less than half of the NAIT withdrawals 
digs 80 
Financial Factors Among Dropouts 

JAIGt oie. 10; (pers Cent, Of seach, oO naljot. A sl)y and) NAIT 
students reported that "not enough money to continue" was a 
reason for withdrawal, while approximately 65 per cent of 
U o7,A.-(.2)) did. so. .-Between. 4.0 and. 50 per cent. of U of A (1) 
and, NALT and wiore, than half of the, Ujof A (2). group stated 
that money from the Students Assistance Board played a part 
in financing the 1967-68 term. Of those who received assis- 
tance, the greater proportion of U of A dropouts indicated 
that it was in the form of part grant, part loan, while NAIT 
recipients tended to receive loans only. 

Over 80 per cent of all dropouts worked for at least 
two months during the summer. Part time employment during 


the year was not a common practice. 
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CHAPTER I 
INTRODUCTION 


Western society, in the past few decades, has wit- 
nessed a developing awareness of the need for conservation 
of natural resources in the face of depletion of existing 
supplies. More recently the necessity for conservation of 
human resources has received considerable attention. There 
is growing concern over human talent wastage and it is 
apparent that the seriousness of the situation warrants 
investigation into the causes, and attempts at preventa- 
tive and remedial action. 

One facet of this complex problem is the number of 
students who prematurely withdraw from educational insti- 
tutions. Students who leave school before completing 
secondary education represent a serious loss of potential 
talent. This, however, is not the only drain on intellec- 
tual resources. Many students complete high school, enroll 
in post-secondary institutions, and then withdraw prior to 
the completion of their programs. This= segment of the 
Ganadian dropout population has received less attention in 
the past than its grade-school counterpart, but is now 
presenting a problem of major concern. It is a crucial 
issue which will be very much a part of the future develop- 
ment of higher education. In the words of Rexford G. Moon 


Jr., "Maybe higher education can't be all things to all 
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people--but, on the other hand, maybe it can. I think we 
had best try to make it so or find some more appropriate 
modiftersdescriptive of our system of higher education.” 


(1.9665), 59.0 
SIGNIFICANCE OF THE PROBLEM 


The overall impact of post-secondary attrition can 
be described from within at least three frames of refer- 
ence; that of society as a whole, that of the educational 
institution, and that of the individual student. In com- 
menting on college student attrition Gekoski and Schwartz 
(1961) say, "This situation presents serious problems to 
the student in terms of blighted hopes and frustrated 
ambitions; to the colleges in terms of useful services not 
rendered; and to the nation in terms of wasted human 
resources." (p. 192.) 

One of the major societal implications of early 
student withdrawal arises out of the changing nature of 
Western civilization. Although the change itself is not 
new, the rate at which it is occurring seems to be increas- 
ing. "Technological changes have been going on since the 
beginning “of ‘the industrial revolution, but the incidence 
of change has reached startling proportions during the last 
G@ecadems ge En@iominion Bureau of statistics, 29645 9. 9.) 
One effect of this is the increased demand for more highly 
skilled workers, the supply for which could be augmented 


if dropout numbers were reduced. Gilbert Wrenn (1962) 


“subrapraas eran 8 
ee 
Mito 2dBonbe cone 10 ff 


i 


Ries ev idqiroee 
ee a: 


CORY, 
fhalea. SHY 40 SOUAOT ATMO IE > 
‘= 


i 
Mao cobgiirsss ianieaelie, fio! dosenit ilaveve eat | iy 
rete lo asmatt seadd desel ts nidsiw mort ery 7: 
fsnolissybs edd to tedt ,slodw s 22 ydetooe to dadz jean’ 
«noo 1 cdasbute Ieubkyibat exd to sstit bos itl 
attain’ bos tte0x60 hottiayds titebuse eaalloo 0 acldnom 
of eiteidora euclyse edtezeny wotssintic eidT” “ee (12@8) 
bateartaytt its eeqor’ beodytid to ented ot sasbuse add 
Jon eso lyres Iwtees to amiugt oi texelios siz od ;anoicldma 
fanod betesw 10 anid ni moir¢gsn say ot bas , betebaet 
(.SCL .q) "-Reomonea (sy 
vinee 40 anott¢spilamt Isdeitooe tolsm edd Yo and - 
to surten aninnsdo saz ‘to wuo eezixs [ewsybdaiw dosbure - 
ton ab tlesdi sanado sft aguodviA ,noitesilivios txagee 
-essToni sd ot emsee oe at di oidw 3p sds ait wen 


pasgonts fso.i20Loarisst” aa 
a s. 


‘oid sonte no ‘sntog, assd s 

‘ sontebiont silt dud as 

7 7 a geal edt Bata b- -anotdrogo% 
od, 


- 
id his 
sede ane esd egqun N 19 


tturbnt sdt to gotamky 


emphasizes that, "The Automation Revolution is changing 
the occupational structure fully as drastically as did 

the Industrial Revolution. The major difference is in the 
elevation of the brain power required." (po. .19..), John 
Porter (1968), in an address given at the University of 
British Columbia, stated that the required range of quali- 
fied manpower is not being produced by Western industrial 
societies and he expressed concern over the waste of 

human resources indicated by the number of dropouts. 
Although efforts are being made to improve the quality, 

and increase the quantity of individuals released to the 
work force, there is cause for dismay. It seems that even 
with vast improvements in educational facilities, modifi- 
cation of methods of teaching, and utilization of a wider 
range of available instructional materials, the dropout 
rate has not appreciably decreased. In 1956, the registrar 
of McGill University estimated then that about one-third 
of the freshmen entering universities fail to graduate 
(Beattie wand Ghetficld, 901). Fleming {(1905)5 in a study 
of Ontario students who should have completed a degree by 
1961, reported that about 28 per cent had withdrawn without 
a degree from the college or university originally entered. 
Although these figures are subject to limitations they do 
serve as an indication of the situation. Dorothy Knoell, 
(1966) after reviewing research on United States college 
withdrawals stated, "Stability in the gross attrition rate 


over an extended period of time should give little cause 
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for complacency, if one considers the changes in both 
society and higher education which have taken place in 
recent decades." (p. 66) 

Society's concern for dropouts lies not only in the 
manpower ypreld; and <noteonly in’terms of dollars. and cents. 
It has a more global nature which stems from a fundamental 
desire to develop and survive as an effective, democratic 
system. This point is well made by Lewis Beattie (Beattie 
and Sheffield, 1961) in a study prepared for the Canadian 
Conference on Education, when he says: 

A democratic society cannot function success- 

fully unless a large majority of its citizens 

have received education and training which makes 

them competent and co-operative workers, as well 

as informed intelligent voters. To the extent 

that he is less than he could be, each individual 

lessens his potential contribution to society, 

and one of the weaknesses of present day democ- 

racies lies in the effect produced by the total 

of these individual deficiencies. (p. 7) 

Educational institutions are necessarily worried 
about the-effects of student attrition. Summerskil? (1962) 
identifies three origins of such concern in colleges. One, 
he suggests, lies in the concept of the college as a train- 
ing centre and the hostility engendered when it is not 
successful in performing this function with some students. 
This hostility is somewhat justified when examined from 
the view expressed by Sheffield (Beattie and Sheffield, 
1961) who said, "Let us accept the fact that there will 


be dropouts at every level of the system. Should we not, 


however, set as one of our objectives that before anyone 


ae ‘sea er eogina ie ehweibendal ine PE | 
nt ed8iq moves eved oldw notteorbs nodg it tne ytokoqn 
| | (dd .q) “ sebsosh tieoes 
ede mt a ton setl edegiub tot a vemos atytetoo® 9 
sedan bis axatiob te ames ar yino goa bas _bleid veweqrsm 
fegromeabnet s mort émedte Aoidw stidsn fadols. stem & ead ot 
st¢avsomeb ,svistodTis kM es eviyme bas qoleveb ov eTbesb 
atipse8) eissacd eiwod yd sbam Liew et antog etd? .meveye f 
astthensd sig 107 peyEiere ybute 8 mt (LOCs ,bisittet® bas 
-aype od fiedw .forgauusa ao S°USTSITAOD | 
seuesoe nolsonu”™ dents YIsiooe oltsroomeb A ¢ 
aveatsio e¢i to yobiolem esvel s eesiau yl tet 
govem noiriw sit toobated bra molesouhe bevieost sven 
tiew 2& , sis 10W svisenbag-o2 bis Gmeteqmos mond 
jnedxe: edt of  .eradoy- Ineatilesat bemiotot a8 
fsubivibat fioss lad iivos of nets aesl ei aif Jeng 
~Yietsor of nottudisenes Lafenetog eid ensesel 2 
sane eb dnsceio to BeEeeaysew sit to sno bas 
Esitov t yd- beovbore Jostie eit of eski eerost 
ie I) -estsnels iiet fzvbivibat saedg to’ 
betsi10W Pi kekeabuck ssa etotdgitear Lemoicsou bet 
(S6CL) iLtkeremme .cortiaags sashes to etostis afd suods 
~9n0 .@epelfon al nteonon Move to enisito ssid settivaebs 
“QiBid & 286 eyeiion elt to dqenmon eit nt esil adewayse ed 
| | | | ve 
Bom ab dt toty beusbaggne yoiltveon eis bas ersnes ant 
-edmobysa emo z Aatw no tt omit aids aninrolieg af Pree 
7 
fuorst beaimsxs new bobtiten( jshwemoe el werhhyned endt 
shbelttede ine otyeEed) bleittede yd beesstqxe wolv Fad : 
eens fe sya oid Sqaooe by ged” et og 
binole smagaye od? to Level yreve Js aduoqe 


ae dane sevitosido mo to ano 28. Yea a w 


557. —ee : ee eee Seer I — —t— 


leaves he or she should have a marketable occupational 
skill?" (p. 1.) Second, says Summerskill (1962), the 
college strives for efficiency, the achievement of which 
is weakened by student withdrawal. Finally, the financial 
loss*+incurred by the institution is’ a-third origin of con- 
cern. Marsh (1966) in reviewing an article by Davis 
(19602), presents evidence of this in stating that "each 
leaver represents a financial loss of over one thousand 
doltars!Vo°thesinstitution.™ )(p. 475.) aithougch Summer- 
skill was referring to only one type of post-secondary 
institution, the university, it seems reasonable that the 
same kinds of problems exist in varying degrees in other 
institutions. If one of the major functions of such 
institutions is the optimum development of intellectual 
resources and potential talent within their reach, then 
many of the students who leave school represent a fault 
in the system. When consideration is given to the fact 
that students enrolled in schools of higher learning 
have already passed through a screening process during 
which many are judged unqualified to pursue further study 
(Koelsche, 1956), and that studies indicate that all drop- 
outs do not simply lack intelligence (Halladay and Andrew, 
1958; Iffert, 1958), the institution and the system become 
suspect. 

The process of dropping out may affect the indivi- 
dual student in many ways. According to Jencks (1958): 


Educational attainment has two distinct kinds 
of impact on life chances. The first can be 
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called the, "socialization effect" and involves 
actual changes in the student's skills, atti- 
tudes, interests, and.so forth. The second can 
be called the "certification effect" and consists 
not of changing the student but of certifying to 
the world that the student already has certain 
skills, attitudes, or whatever. (p. 232.) 
A third impact might be added to, or perhaps extracted 
from, the two outlined by Jencks, and that is a "self 
image effect." For those who begin to work towards a 
level of educational attainment and who then withdraw 
before reaching their goal may, by so doing, modify their 
life chances in all three aspects. The disappointment in 
one's self and the thwarting of personal satisfaction may 
be further reinforced by the “socialization effect," in 
that society, in its cohcern for the individual citizen, 
"considers the full development of his latent powers as 
desirable self realization, which will yield the personal 
satisfaction and sense of fulfillment essential to real 
happiness." (Beattie and Sheffield, 1961, p. 7.) In 
addition to personal disappointment, the dropout is con- 
fronted with the fact that employers are demanding more 
qualified people to fill positions, which at one time 
required only high school training or less. Modern tech- 
nology and automation have not only created jobs demanding 
more specialized training but they have also eliminated 
many types of work which provided employment for the less 
educated. The range of jobs available and potential 


earning power is being affected more and more by the 


amount of formal education an individual has. The student 
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7 
who has withdrawn or will withdraw cannot hope for his lot 
to be improved if the present trend continues. Cervantes 
(1965), although speaking of high school dropouts, paints 
andiscouraging- picture forall those with a minimum of 
education when he suggests that: 

It seems quite plausible that the minority 

of tomorrow--the high school dropouts--will 

have moresdiiiiculty climbing Gut "oR the 

basement of their poverty than had the minor- 

beiessoP the past v!. +S "Barly in “the 1960'¢ 

it was already apparent that the dropout of 

the future would not survive an automated 

ScCononya mp o. b, te) 
A high school graduate, in searching for a job will find 
that further training is necessary if he is to enjoy any 
great amount of mobility in today's societal structure. 
His passport will have to be in the form of "papers" and, 
unfortunately, even though an individual may have attended 
an institution of higher education he will be limited if 
he can't show possession of a degree or diploma from it. 
Havighurst (1967) in participating in a college scholarship 
service colloquium, makes the point that since 65 per cent 
of young people complete high school in the United States 
and since high school diplomas are necessary for many work- 
ing class jobs, the high school diploma has little mobility 
value. Despite the fact that the statistics may not be 
comparable in Canada, the trend is, and has definite impli- 
Cations for vouch of the tuLure. 


The perspective in which attrition is placed depends 


in part upon whether it is looked at through the eyes of 
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society, «thesindividual ,.or- the educational imetitution: 
Although the impact of the problem may be viewed through 
any one of these three "lenses," all three are ground by 
the same hands--those of the dropouts themselves. They 
are therefore interrelated and some understanding through 
any one of these approaches should have implications for 
the others. Robert Jackson (1961), in an address to the 
penate of the.University of Toronto, hints at. this when 
he says: 


It would be comforting to conclude that we now 
emphasize the need to develop and conserve human 
talent because of a recognition of the worth of 
the andiyidual, but I am afraid that is not a 
full representation of the facts of the case. 
There is considerable evidence, I think, to indi- 
cate that the impelling and compelling reason may 
be simply the preservation of our society and of 
our way of life. We realize now that we cannot 
Survive as a nation and as a free nation if we 
continue to throw away our human and natural re- 
sources, particularly the former. J cannot, see 
that the interests of the individual and of our 
society are necessarily opposed. Surely we can 
approach this topic of utilization of student 
resources from the point of view of happiness and 
development of the individual as well as from the 
poimt of view ef the progress and weliare of our 
aocuetyweeven tts survival, [p: 36.) 


it is recognized that in our present system not all 
students are capable of continuing in post-secondary educa- 
CLOn, NOLO soleastuose’ qualified wesine mt, (ertaanly, o'hor 
some, leaving college--usually temporarily, but on occasion 
permanently--may be more educational than staying." (Pervin, 
1966, p. 5.) Students who drop out could, in fact, be more 


of a benefit to society than a loss in that they may, after 
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leaving an institution, make more effective use of their 
talent. (Ford and Urban, 1966.) The concern engendered 

by eturition, “ites "net with this kind or andividualy but 
with the one who is forced, because of withdrawal, to 
"lapse into a life pattern which is léss appropriate, less 
satisfying, and which, for him, represents a poor second 
choice.” "(Ford and Urban;"1966, p. 89.) Effortsvare “being 
made to channel those who can benefit from further educa- 
tion into institutions of higher learning. It is of equal 
importance that attempts be made to provide optimum condi- 
tions for successful completion of post-secondary programs. 
The Career Decisions Project carried out by the Canadian 
Department of Manpower and Immigration (Breton and McDonald, 
1967) indicated that 53 per cent of Canadian high school 
students (54.1 per cent in Alberta) are thinking of contin- 
uing their education after high school on a full time basis. 
Of these 32.4 per cent stated that they would definitely 
continue. It is almost a certainty that many of them will 


not complete their chosen programs. 
NATURE AND PURPOSE OF THE STUDY 


The purpose of the present study is to provide a 
clearer picture of attrition in two Alberta institutions 
of post-secondary education and describe some of the 
characteristics of a sample of students who have withdrawn. 
One aspect of the investigation involves descriptive 


data of dropouts. Factors considered include: 
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1. High school performance 

£e Home location--rural or urban 

3. Educational level and occupation of parents 

4. Length and year of program 

5. Academic performance at time of withdrawal 

6. Post-withdrawal status 

A second area of concern is that of reasons given 
for discontinuance and plans to continue. In this respect, 
the multicausality of attrition is recognized as is the 
possibility that many factors presented as precipitating 
dropout cannot be easily modified or remedied. Neverthe- 
less, the investigator feels that some of the causes of 
withdrawal can be alleviated, one such cause being that 
of financial need. A third aspect, which necessarily grows 
out of the first two, is a comparison of those dropouts who 
gave financial need as an important factor in influencing 
withdrawal, with those who did not. A section of the study 
is devoted to examining the extent to which dropouts report 
that lack of funds influenced their decision to withdraw, 
and the means by which they obtained financial support for 
their education. 

It is hoped that the results of the project will 
provide information which will be helpful in understanding 
the nature of attrition, and will emphasize the need for 


further research. 
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DEFINITION OF TERMS 


For the purpose of this study the following 
definitions will be used: 

1. Post-secondary institution -- any degree or 
diploma granting institution which requires high school 
training in order to enroll and whose programs represent 
a continuation of formal education beyond the high school 
level. 

2. Withdrawal -- any student who was enrolled full 
time during the 1967-68 year, who left during that year or 
did not return in 1968-69, and who had not graduated. 

3. Transfer -- a student who transferred to another 
post-secondary institution during 1967-68 or who reported 
full time attendance at such an institution during 1968-69. 

4. Dropout -- a withdrawal who did not transfer. 

5. Attrition -- student loss generally, whether 
temporary or permanent. 

6. Compulsory (involuntary) withdrawal -- a student 
who was asked to leave by officials of the institution. 

7. Suggested withdrawal -- a student to whom with- 
drawal was suggested by officials of the institution. 

8. Voluntary withdrawal -- a student who withdrew 
without being told to do so. 

oO Rural == farms, villages, centres witha 
population of less that ten thousand. 


10. Urban -- a centre with a population of ten 


thousand or more. 
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ll. Government assistance -- money in the form 
of loans, grants, and scholarships made available by 
the Students Assistance Board, Department of Education, 
Government of Alberta. 

12. Matriculation -- high school graduation which 
meets the entrance requirements of Alberta universities. 

13. U of A (1) -- group of dropouts surveyed 
from all Faculties at the University of Alberta excluding 
those who had completed two or more years in the Faculty 
of Education. 

14. U of A (2) -- group of dropouts surveyed who 
had completed two or more years of study in the Faculty 
of Education. 

15. NAIT -- group of dropouts surveyed from the 


Northern Alberta Institute of Technology, Edmonton. 
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CHAPTER II 
REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE 


A search of the literature dealing with post- 
secondary attrition revealed little in the way of 
Canadian research and an almost inexhaustible list of 
studies carried out in the United States. Consequently, 
the investigator has relied heavily upon the latter 
data, which, it is assumed, have some implications for 
the Canadian scene. The review presented here is by no 
means all inclusive, however it is felt that the informa- 
tion afforded by a sample of available research presents 
a fairly representative picture, the understanding of 
which would not be greatly enhanced by a more voluminous 
collation. 

It should be pointed out that attrition studies are 
conducted by use of various methods, for diverse reasons, 
and with numerous orientations. They are, therefore, not 
strictly comparable and their results should be interpreted 
with due consideration of certain shortcomings. The mean- 
ing and implications of reported data differ because of 
Variance in institutional policies, in type of statistical 
records, and in methodological factors involving follow-up, 
nature of data collection, and definition of terms such as 


attrition, dropout, and withdrawal. 
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The following review is organized according to 
factors which seem to be related to the overall process 
of attrition among post-secondary students and which 
are of concern to the current study. In each section, 
Canadian data is dealt with first, followed by that 
pertaining to American colleges and universities. Infor- 
mathonaen technicalsinstitutes is scant; but is reported 
at the’end of each section for which pertinent data were 


Hounds 
GENERAL DESCRIPTION 


Reported attrition rates vary a great deal through- 
out the research. Canadian figures appear to fluctuate; 
however, insufficient evidence is available to confirm 
Ghiss Ginel952s aestudy of post=sehool océnupations icf 
Alberta high school matriculants (Ackroyd and Roberts) 
presented an indication of the extent of withdrawal from 
the University of Alberta. Of 422 first-year students 
registered in degree programs, 10.5 per cent either with- 
drew, or had withdrawal recommended or required before 
the end of the first year. Slightly higher rates were 
reported by Fleming (1955) who found that at the University 
OD Morente, wei Gperecent sof theobos) tentering elass in 
Arts had withdrawn without a degree by 1955. He also noted 
that in the 1910 and 1948 engineering classes at McGill, 
hos3 sperveent and 43.4 perscent respectively failed or 


withdrew before eraduation. More recently Fleming (1965), 
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L5 
in surveying 4,208 Ontario freshmen who were to graduate by 
1961, estimated that about 28 per cent left university with- 
out degrees. He pointed out, however, that some of these 
students may have transferred to institutions outside of 
Ontario and obtained degrees. 

Diversity in attrition rates is evident in post- 
secondary institutions in the United States. In a survey 
of studies from 1913 to 1962, Summerskill (1962) found a 
median withdrawal rate of 50 per cent. Iffert (1958) in 
a national study of United States colleges reported that 
about 60 per cent of freshmen students did not graduate 
from the college in which they enrolled. He qualified 
this by suggesting that 20 per cent would likely receive 
degrees at a later date. Little (1959) and Slater (1960) 
found attrition rates of 60 per cent. Little's study dealt 
with Wisconsin students and the loss was over a four-year 
period, while Slater investigated withdrawal over a five- 
year period among male University of Illinois students. 
Freshmen entering six 4-year Colorado state-supported insti- 
tutions in 1960 withdrew at a rate of 57 per cent during 
the first two years.of their programs (Albers, 1966), 
According to Knoell (1960), and Panos and Astin (1968) attri- 
tion rates were not as high. Knoell (1960) reported that a 
study of 1953 University of Iowa entrants (Iowa, State 
University, 1959) showed that 37 per cent of the class did 


not graduate. Panos and Astin, in a national study, 
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estimated that the numbers who failed to graduate ina 
four-year period comprised 35 per cent of the freshman 
population. They emphasized that this included students 
who were still in college and was therefore not a true 
indication of student loss. A nationwide survey by Bayer 
(1968) revealed a 21.6 per cent attrition rate over five 
years. His calculations were based on students who had 
withdrawn and were not enrolled at the time of study. 

A lower withdrawal rate was reported by Astin (1964) who 
studied 6,660 National Merit Scholarship competitors. 

Of this high aptitude group, 10.4 per cent withdrew by 
1961. 

Among technical institutes attrition rates appear 
to be somewhat similar to those in colleges and univer- 
sities. Henninger (1959), in reporting on a United States 
national survey, indicated that the median percentages of 
students completing their programs and graduating was 50 
per cent. “Ihis leaves a fifty per cent Loss, which is 
fairly consistent with that reported by Clark (1950) who 
stated that the withdrawal rate for two Connecticut tech- 
nical institutes was 48 per cent in 1961-62 and 44 per 
cent in 1962-63. A comparison of two-year technical 
students and four-year engineering degree candidates at 
Pennsylvania State University (Herman and Zeigler, 1960) 
yielded a much lower dropout rate of 9.4 per cent for 


technical students who had completed one semester. 
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Year of Program at Time of Withdrawal 

The consensus of research suggests that the 
greatest loss of students occurs during the first year 
of their programs. A matriculation sub-committee in 
Alberta (Alberta, Department of Education, 1958) found, 
in their investigation of 1951 freshmen in degree pro- 
Brams at the University of Alberta, that of the 640 
enrolled students, 105 failed to return for a second 
year. This represents a withdrawal rate of 16 per cent 
for the first year compared with a 44 per cent loss over 
a four-year period. 

Marsh, (1966), after reviewing United States litera- 
ture, concluded that a student's chances of graduating are 
65 per cent better once he reaches his junior year than 
they are up to that time. Knoell (1960) reported that at 
the University of Iowa 25 per cent of the 1953 freshmen 
withdrew before second year, and 75 per cent of all with- 
drawals occurred before the sophomore year. First year 
aourielon raves reported by other investigators tollow in 
line: Jex and Merrill (1962) found a 33 per cent loss at 
the University of Utah; Gekoski and Schwartz (1961) reported 
that Temple University freshmen withdrew at a rate of 32 
ben Cent. Linert's stuay (1953) revealed a 2/ per cent with- 
drawal rate among first year students. 

Hithough @ slightly ditierenl sicuacilon exists 
with regard to technical institutes because of their 


shorter programs, indications by Righthand (1965) were 
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that attrition in these institutions was heaviest during 


the first year. 


Sex 

There are conflicting reports as to sex distribution 
of withdrawals. Some studies reported no significant dif- 
ferences in the rate of male as compared to female with- 
drawal (Cope, 1968; Halliday and Andrew, 1958; Iffert, 
UO5o°e ling and Pitt. 1953). A University of California 
study (Master Plan Survey, 1960) showed that attrition 
rates were ten to fifteen per cent higher for women than 
for men. Similarly Astin (196) found that eirls had ‘a 
significantly higher dropout rate than boys. Panos and 
Metin (1966) stated that "these data show that 42 woman 1s 
more likely to drop out of college than is a man who has 
a comparable high school grade average." (p. 65.) Demos 
(1968), on the other hand, found that at California State 
College significantly more males than females withdrew 
from their program. 

The implications of data on sex comparisons are 
somewhat hazy due to possible differences in numbers of 
males as compared with females who enroll in the first 
place. Also, a more meaningful picture is presented 
when reasons for withdrawal are considered along with 


Sexnarsterubution. 
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SOCIOECONOMIC FACTORS 


Rural-Urban Distribution 

The role that a rural or urban background plays 
in the attrition process is a little nebulous and is not 
dealt with in many studies. Bayer (1968) however, reports 
that in his follow-up study of Project Talent students 
26.5 per cent of the male dropouts and 22.8 per cent of 
the female dropouts were from small towns, whereas, of 
students who completed senior college, 20.0 per cent of 
the males and 22.8 of the females were from small towns. 
Summerskill (1962) concluded from his review that "a 
student's hometown location and size may be factors in 
attrition." (p. 633.) He elaborated further by saying 
that rural students seem to have higher dropout rates 
than urban students; however he implied that the rural- 
urban factor in itself may not be as important as the 
differences in cultural, educational, and social oppor- 


tunities and facilities afforded by rural and urban areas. 


Educational Level of Parents 

Although the educational level of parents of drop- 
outs has been related to attrition, it seems that it must 
be considered in terms of the reflected attitudes toward 
higher education and the resulting influence on desire of 
the student to proceed with formal education. Parental 
educational attainment .cannot be thought of as a direct 


cause of attrition, but rather as one of many interrelated 
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conditions which contribute to a socioeconomic value 
system which in turn may be related to student withdrawal. 

Fleming (1965) found that 62 per cent of the 
fathers of Ontario University withdrawals had attended 
high school but only 24 per cent had attended university. 
Among the fathers of students who did not drop out 67.9 
per cent had attended high school and 27.8 per cent had 
attended university. 

Several United States studies indicate that the 
parents of dropouts tend to have less formal education 
than the parents of continuers. The median educational 
level of parents of withdrawals from Indiana University 
was high school and 29 per cent of the fathers and 23.9 
per cent of the mothers had gone to college. (Koelsche, 
1956.) Bayerts study (1968) showed that 70.9 per cent 
and 70 per cent of the fathers of male and female drop- 
outs respectively, had less than college education. Of 
the mothers of male and female dropouts, 80.6 per cent 
and 74.9 per cent had not attended university. These 
percentages were considerably higher than those for the 
parents of graduands as 62.5 per cent of the fathers and 
68.9 per cent of the mothers of male continuers had less 
than college education. Of the parents of female grad- 
uands, the corresponding figures were 57.9 per cent and 
66 per cent. Goetz and Leach (1967), on the other hand, 
found that the fathers of withdrawals and continuers at 


the University of Mexico did-not @itier significantly in 
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level of education, but the mothers of continuers had 


significantly more education than those of withdrawals. 


Occupation of Father 

The relationship of parental occupation to attrition, 
like that of educational level, is involved with values and 
attitudes and is likely of an indirect nature. Caskey (1964), 
in a study of freshmen at Oklahoma State University, found 
that a smaller percentage of dropouts! parents were in pro- 
fessional jobs than in other types of employment. In 
Astin's study (1964), of a total of 2,693 boys from profes- 
sional or managerial families, 7.2 dropped out, and of a 
total of 2,373 girls, 11.2 dropped out. Boys whose fathers' 
occupations were non-professional numbered 1,657 while girls 
numbered 771, and 10.9 per cent and 17.6 per cent dropped 
out respectively. Bayer (1968) noted that of 1,048 male 
dropouts 48.7 per cent came from families in which the 
fathers! occupations were of a professional, technical, or 
managerial nature. The corresponding data for females 
showed that 53.2 per cent fell into this category. Of the 
students who completed their programs, 61.7 per cent of 


the men and 63.5 per cent of the women had fathers whose 


occupations were of this type. 


ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT 


High School Grades 
High school grades are generally thought to correlate 


fairly well with success in post-secondary education. The 
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consensus of research indicates that students entering 
institutions of higher learning with good marks are less 
likely to withdraw than students with only minimum 
requirements. Also evident is the fact that it is not 
only low achievers who withdraw and that academic achieve- 
ment is not a sole criterion ofstaying power in educa- 
tional programs. 

In the Alberta Matriculation Study (Alberta, 
Department of Education, 1958) the mean grade twelve 
averages for withdrawals and the total entrance group 
were determined for students in the faculties of Arts 
and Science, Commerce, Education (B.Ed.}), and Engineer- 
ing. It was found that these percentage averages for 
withdrawals were 66.8, 60.0, 57.9, and 66.7 respectively 
while for all freshmen they were 68.7, 66.0, 63.0, and 
68.3. These figures suggest that the mean entrance 
averages for withdrawals were slightly lower than those 
of the total freshmen group. Fleming's study (1965) 
indicated that forty-five per cent of withdrawals studied 
had grade 13 (the pre-college year in Ontario) averages 
of 60 per cent and over, and fourteen per cent had a 70 
per cent or higher average. 

Munger and Goeckerman (1955) studied two groups 
of students entering the University of Toledo, those from 
the lower third of their high school graduating class, 


and winese: fromthe upper third. Only 5 per cent of the 
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lower third continued on to graduation while approximately 
50 per cent of the upper third did so. Koelsche (1956) 
and Iffert (1958) compared high school achievement in terms 
of ranked fifths. Koelsche discovered that of Indiana 
University withdrawals, 25 per cent were ranked in the 
highest fifth of their graduating class while Iffert, on 
a nation wide basis, reported that 46.3 per cent of the 
women and 21.5 per cent of the men who withdrew were in 
this division. The corresponding figures for lower fifth 
graduands were, in Indiana 14 per cent, and in Iffert's 
sample 10.2 per cent for males and 1.9 per cent for females. 
Iffert clarified this by stating that 42 per cent of the 
freshmen enrolled were from the top fifth of their class 
and 32 per cent of the withdrawals were in this category. 
Other studies (Knoell, 1960; Astin, 1964; Eckland, 1964) 
suggested that attrition occurred more frequently among 
students having low high school grades than among those 


having higher marks. 


Grades at Time of Withdrawal 

Although many students who withdraw are in academic 
difficulty, many are not. Summerskill, (1960) attests to 
this by reporting that in the twenty-three studies he re- 
viewed, the percentage of academic failures among dropouts 
ranged from 3 per cent to 78 per cent with a median value 
OMe Saber acent: 

Ackroyd and Roberts (1952) found that of 422 beginning 


an i —- 
imi, © > ve Pox aires 


ae tae 7X 


i 7 re) 
plodantxorgqa slidw het sok besmtsiioo bikds oe 


Lary" 
| i “(O20L) edoelook e BED. ee neags eas to: te 10 eq 


_ 


aoree of Jnsirevstive fechde dg td bereqmoo (heeL) pre br 


: eeatind to 3843 bsravyoselbh stoelsox eHsae? — 3° 


- 


eg at bevnan crew gman req ¢S ,aiewerbidgiw wokaney 


©; + Z ™ i . ~- We P| 4 o =< 
mo , o¥stil slicsw sealo gatessherg tient to Aggies 


; r oof . an 
sue io anes 16g £04 gand testoqst ,elead shin noftsn B 


oi Ssitsy w ar i ‘+ t +i Si J 1) Tr O45 S70 c. i baa me wi 
QPF? tewell 20? eetusil Satbnoqgssi1o2 SAT anoles vib 
' e’sreiztl oi ba txso Seq Jf sasfbal ei ,sa 4 edoaist 


gmat yot ditso tec Gil hes teeiam tol goeo toy S. OL aa 
gi9 to dneo ta 3\\ Jule patgate Yd afd? Deriivele ate 
Beefs aleds To dc¢ti?t qos. ens mot? oc sew bel lots noice < 


slayerbodtwi si,’ “ko ine neg se bas 


< 
id 
ag 
& 
Ei 
Lr) 
S&S 
i 
‘ 
~ 
=e 
: 
ia 


(fo@l ,brefied .ddeb . nivel gOoel , ifsonn) aebooaNs’ e130 


a a 
efnems ylonecoe:t stot bstyue00, Gelsind7s weqg hodesguue 
: € 


= 

7 
Seons adoia nsf¢ esbets.foodoe visti wok soivar ednebite 

- . ; 


axtsam tédgia. paived” 
ele 


aed 


feweaindsiw to emtt Bas Bt baw 


, mimebsob nt sis wemdtiv onfw fynsbuse. ya n Hwodat, : 


; 7 hai egestas -(Ooef) [literanmré *FOH) Sis ai. Ree Wort? f 
oe 


=e on eeibuye ssttz-ysnew? sfld af tare saisioges NG's: ebds 


7 : 7 eavenonb scien Bemulisy, aes 1¢ “euasatoreg aA Ps be Wwe 
oc) eens. a ‘ayy: tes Stbeir 2 owtiw nig oo neo "x09 mn “ 
7a _ 


i i = 


7 a 


, - 


_ 7 
to te i iw ee 
“atti dias 


. The 


7 
v fe 


eh 
students at the University of Alberta in 1949, 4.9 per 
cent were required to withdraw for academic reasons by 
the end of the first year. Although many of the non- 
passing students were granted supplemental examinations, 
31.6 per cent of all the freshmen did not pass all of 
their subjects. Presumably some of these individuals 
Gidscontinue On aLter’a second writing.®§ Inva) tater 
study (Alberta, Department of Education, 1958) the 
academic standing of 1951 freshmen withdrawals were re- 
ported in terms of mean averages by faculty and were as 
follows: Arts and Science 51.0, Commerce 43.8, Education 
(B. Bde ))5327, and Engineering 47.6: Obviously not every-— 
one was failing. 

The American research in this area has produced 
varying results. Brown and Callis (1959) found that less 
than ten per cent of University of Missouri dropouts had 
achieved satisfactory grades. A considerably larger 
number of withdrawals were progressing satisfactorily in 
studies by Halladay and Andrew (1958) and Knoell (1960). 
These investigators reported in their respective studies, 
that 30 per cent and 51 per cent of withdrawals had 


acceptable academic standing. 
REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL 


A number of conditions influence a student at any 


one time and each one may contribute, in varying degrees, 
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to his decision to withdraw. Research relevant to this 
is»subject: toncertain limitations and some of these should 
be Eakentante consideration... Oftensea student is noteable 
to analyze and isolate all the reasons for his withdrawal. 
Second, many investigators ask students to indicate one 
important reason for their decisions and in so doing 
minimize the multicausality which may be involved. Further- 
more, it is possible that an individual will be inclined to 
report the most socially acceptable reason for his with- 
drawal and thus distort the true picture. Despite these 
shortcomings, however, the literature does identify some 
of the most frequently reported reasons for attrition and 
this aids the understanding of the problem. 

There have been many factors cited by students as 
having influenced their decisions to withdraw. Koelsche 
(1952), in summarizing the most important reasons given 
by Indiana University withdrawals, reported that 16.7 per 
cent left college because of lack of money, 16.1 per cent 
to get married, 9.4 per cent because of academic diffi- 
culty, 7-2 per cent because of ill health, and 7:2 percent 
to accept a job. 

A somewhat different emphasis showed up in Iffert's 
survey (1958) in which it was found that for men who 
discontinued college attendance, major reasons, rated in 
order of importance, were; lack of interest in studies, 
military service (drafted), financial (self), discouraged 


by low grades, financial (family), college work too 
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difficult. In comparison, women had some different reasons 
for withdrawing and reported the following (listed in order 
of importance); planned to be married soon, full time job, 
financial (self), lack of interest in studies, financial 
(family), discouraged by low grades. 

Temple University students (Gekoski and Schwartz, 
1961) reported withdrawing mainly because of change of 
interest or plans (12 per cent), dissatisfaction with 
course and/or university (16 per cent), financial diffi- 
culties (12 per cent), college adjustment problems (12 per 
cent), job interference (12 per cent), and health problems 
(9 per cent). Military service was cited as a reason by 
5 per cent of the withdrawals. The investigators pointed 
out that interviews were also held with continuers and it 
was indicated that they had the same kinds of difficul- 
ties but stayed in school. 

Astin (1964) presented high aptitude dropouts with 
both a structured questionnaire and an open-ended question 
dealing with reasons for withdrawal. The results of the 
questionnaire revealed that the most important reasons for 
Attrition among the’men, in order of frequency, were; 
unsure about what to study, unsatisfactory grades, tired 
of being a student, couldn't afford the cost, wanted to 
go to work, and questioned their ability. The women, on 
the other hand, cited reasons in the following order; 
couldn't afford the cost, devote more time to family, 


tired of being a student, unsure about what to study, 
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college not relevant to goals, and wanted to go to work. 
Responses on the open-ended question were grouped into 
general areas and ranked. Personal-emotional factors 
ranked first in consensus of male replies and second for 
women. Financial reasons were second among men and third 
among women. The third most important area reported by 
men was dissatisfaction with college which was fourth in 
the female consensus, family responsibility being fourth 
for men and the most important for women. 

A comparison of continuers and withdrawals was made 
by Goetz and Leach (1967). They felt that many of the 
problems experienced by withdrawals and reported as being 
reasons for attrition were common to continuers as well. 
They found that this was so in many areas, but that a 
matter of degree might be involved. Withdrawal respond- 
ents, more than continuers, felt that financial problems 
were of moderate importance in contributing to attrition. 
Although both groups thought unhappiness and loneliness 
were factors, it was given more importance by withdrawals. 

The main reasons for students leaving college were 
surveyed by Panos and Astin (1968). The results varied 
according to sex, as marriage was the most frequently 
reported reason given by women (29.0 per cent) while dis- 
satisfaction with college ranked highest among the men 
(26.7 per cent)/', Some other reasons, in order of percent- 
age reporting them to be pertinent, for males were; wanted 


time to reconsider interests and goals (26.4 per cent), 
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could not afford the cost (23.6 per cent), changed career 
plans (22.1 per cent), unsatisfactory academic record 
(15.5 “per "cent’), and ‘tired of being a student (11.3 per 
cent). Similar data for the women revealed that, other 
than marriage, important factors were; dissatisfaction 
with college (27.0 per cent), change in career plans 
i20e7=per cent) ("could not afford the cost “(17is8 oer cent) , 
wanted time to reconsider interests and goals (17.7 per 
cent), tired of being a student (6.0 per cent). 

There is not enough information available to make 
any well based conclusions about the reasons for attrition 
among Technical Institute students, however a glimpse at 
the problem is given by records of the registrar's office 
at Northern Alberta Institute of Technology. A compila- 
tion of reasons reported by 1967-68 students at the time 
they withdrew revealed that roughly 40 per cent withdrew 
for academic reasons, 29 per cent for unsatisfactory pro- 
gram choice; 7 per cent to take a job, 4 per cent because 
6Pelinancialbediftireulty, “4 per cent. Go get married. The 
remaining students withdrew for a variety of reasons in- 


cluding personal problems and death. It was pointed out 


ee information was obtained through personal 
communication with the Registrar, Northern Alberta 
Institute of Technology, Edmonton, Alberta. 
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by the registrar that students having financial difficul- 
ties are required to have an interview with the Students 
Assistance Board of the Department of Education, prior to 
withdrawal. It was suggested that the number withdrawing 
for stinaneial reasons is reduced by such a practice. It 
was found that many students who withdrew because of unsat- 
isfactory program choice returned the following year and 
registered in a different program. The numbers of students 
reported withdrawing for this reason do not necessarily 
represent dropouts and many may continue at a later date. 
Henninger (1959) stated that in the United States, 
"survey information indicates dropout figures to be sub- 
stantially influenced by students quitting school to accept 


jobs before graduation." (p. 50.) 
FUTURE EDUCATIONAL PLANS 


The future educational plans of dropouts are signif- 

icant in evaluating the total problem. Summerskill (1962) 
indicated that although many intend to return to complete 
thelr training, tew of them do. This as “contradicted an 
one instance, by a follow-up study of Princeton dropouts 
from classes of 1940, 1951, and 1960. (Pervin, 1966.) 

Tt, was found that of the 1940 class dropouts, 30 per cent 
returned to obtain a B.A. degree, of the 1951 class, 64 
per cent obtained a degree, and 85 per cent of the 1960 


class dropouts returned and graduated. Iowa State 
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University withdrawals were questioned regarding their 
future plans and 54 per cent stated that they planned 
to return. (State of Iowa, 1959.) Demos (1968) reported 
that nearly 40 per cent of withdrawals from California 
State University at Long Beach gave indication of plans 
for completing their education. A high percentage of 
withdrawals investigated by Astin (1964) said that they 
might or would go back to college. However, out of the 
94 per cent who indicated this, less than half applied 
for re-admission during the four years of the study. 

Despite the suggested discrepancy between numbers 
who intended to return and those who actually do, evidence 
suggests that dropout rates do not present an accurate 
picture of loss of student talent, and many students 
interrupt, rather than discontinue, attendance at post- 


secondary institutions. 
SUMMARY 


Although research dealing with post-secondary drop- 
outs reveals a variety of findings some consensus does 
exist. It is generally agreed that the extent of attri- 
tion is of considerable magnitude and that the most 
Critical time seems to be during or at the end of the 
first year of study in a post-secondary institution. 
Reports conflict as to whether male withdrawals outnumber 
female withdrawals; however, it appears that men and 


women drop out for different reasons. A number of 
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characteristics of dropouts have been described and those 
most frequently mentioned are that students who withdraw 
tend to come from rural rather than urban areas, have 
parents whose formal education is less than college level 
and whose occupations are of a non-professional nature. 
Generally speaking, dropouts studied were low achievers, 
both in high school and their post-secondary programs. 

It is pointed out, however, that high achievers do with- 
draw and that low grades may be the result of factors 
other than lack of ability. Studies dealing with reasons 
for-attrition clearly illustrate the complexity of the 
problem and the diversified results suggest that multi- 
causality is involved. Most commonly mentioned reasons 
for withdrawal were lack of interest in courses, low 
grades, lack of money, full time job offer. A large 
percentage of dropouts expressed plans to return to 
formal education; however, insufficient follow-up data 
has been collected to determine whether these plans 


were carried out. 
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CHAPTER III 
METHOD AND PROCEDURE 
SAMPLE 


Subjects for the survey were drawn from the 
University of Alberta and the Northern Alberta Institute 


of Technology, both located in Edmonton. 


University of Alberta 


The Institutional Research and Systems Department 
compared master registration tapes of 1967-68 and 1968-69 
students. Those who had graduated and foreign students 
were excluded and the resulting output consisted of an 
alphabetized list of 1,679 full time, intramural students 
who were in attendance at the University of Alberta for 
part, or all of, the 1967-68 term and who were not enrol- 
led under any status in the fall of 1968. Graduate 
students and after-degree students, identified by degree 
codes, were crossed off the list. The first and every 
third names were selected to produce a representative 


sample of 504 undergraduate withdrawals. 


Northern Alberta Institute of Technology 


The registrar's withdrawal records for 1967-68 were 


checked with student files and the names of students who 
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withdrew during or at the end of that year were alpha- 
betized.. The first and every alternate names of the 
list of 352 subjects were selected to compile a repre- 


sentative sample of 176 withdrawals. 
THE QUESTIONNAIRE 


A questionnaire was constructed which asked for 
information pertaining to the areas listed below: 

1. Academic history in terms of matriculation and 

grades at time of withdrawal. 

2 Home location. 

dee a EBduUCcation,and occupation: of. parents. 

4. Type of program and time of withdrawal. 

5 Post-withdrawal status (which contained a 

response alternative to determine transfers). 
6. Means by which the 1967-68 school year was 
financed. 
7. Nature of withdrawal (compulsory, suggested, 
or voluntary). 

8. Reasons for withdrawing from the institution. 

9. Plans to continue post-secondary education. 
The items were structured to allow the respondent to choose 
the alternative(s) which best applied to his or her situa- 
tion. A page for comments was attached at the end. 

A preliminary form of the questionnaire was com- 
pleted by nine withdrawals not included in the sample, 


following which revisions of wording and item order were 
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made. The questionnaire was modified into two forms , 
one for subjects from the University of Alberta, and a 
second one for those from the Northern Alberta Institute 
of Technology. The first sixteen items were common to 
both forms. The remaining items dealt with length and 
year of program, and academic standing at time of with- 
drawal. The two institutions differed in these respects, 
consequently relevant items on the second form were 
constructed to conform to Northern Alberta Institute of 
Technology criteria. 

A separate, one page check list was drawn up to 
obtain specific information from University of Alberta 
Education students who withdrew at the end of their 
second year or later. The items dealt with level of 
certification, academic plans at time of enrollment, 
and whether the respondent was teaching at the time of 
the survey. It was felt that this data was pertinent 
to meaningful interpretation of the results of the study. 
Many of these withdrawals, being certified to teach, may 
have withdrawn in order to take a teaching position, and 
possibly this was part of their plans at the time of 
initial enrollment. They were not, therefore, strictly 
comparable with the rest of the sample. 

Recipients of questionnaires were divided into 
three groups: U of A (1), who were University of Alberta 
students from all faculties with the exception of those 


who withdrew from the Faculty of Kducation aiter completing 
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at least two years of study--Education withdrawals up to 
thisppointewere ancluded incthis sroupy UhofeAn( 2)4awho 
were University of Alberta students who had completed at 
least two years of study in the Faculty of Education: 
NAIT, who were withdrawals from the Northern Alberta 
Institute of Technology. 

Copies of the questionnaire, check list, and 


correspondence are included in Appendix A. 
COLLECTION OF DATA 


Institutional Information 

Institutional records were used to obtain home 
address, sex, marital status, length and year of program, 
matriculation average, and date of withdrawal for each 
dropout. In the case of the University of Alberta, this 
information was included on the computer output from which 
the sample was drawn. Corresponding data for Northern 
Alberta Institute of Technology subjects was obtained from 


the registrar's files. 


Mailing of Questionnaires 


Questionnaires were numbered consecutively from one 
to 682 for purposes of individual identification. Letters 
A and B were used to denote University of Alberta and 
Northern Alberta Institute of Technology respectively. The 
appropriate questionnaires, and check lists if applicable, 


were mailed to all subjects along with covering letters 
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36 
explaining the nature of the study. A self-addressed, 
stamped, return envelope was included with each question- 
naire. After a period of four weeks elapsed, a second 


questionnaire was mailed to each non-respondent. 


Handling of Returns 


Returned questionnaires which were not suitable 
for purposes of the study, such as those from students 
who transferred to another post-secondary institution, 
had a previous degree or obtained one over the summer, 
or had removed identifying numbers, were discarded. The 
tabulation of responses to the survey is shown in Table l. 

Information from institutional records and 
questionnaire responses were transferred to general pur- 


pose answer sheets for optical scoring. 
ANALYSIS OF DATA 


The data collected during the survey were analyzed 
by frequency tabulation and proportions. Chi square was 
used to test differences among proportions. These were 
considered significant at the .05 level. 


Item responses were compared in terms of: 


EE We needy (ley em Gimronmee [ejbe. ehnlel mt gk 
2. males and females, rural-urban home background, 
marital status, for the total sample and 


within each group, 
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TABLE 1 


RESPONSE TO A QUESTIONNAIRE SURVEY OF 1967-68 UNDERGRADUATE 
WITHDRAWALS FROM THE UNIVERSITY OF ALBERTA AND THE 
NORTHERN ALBERTA INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY 


University of Northern Alta. 
Response Alberta Instssormicchs) ToLaks 
N b N 0 N 0 


1. Usable question- 
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removed D ee 2 ee 7 lee) 
5. Unanswered and/or 
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M13 of these were from B.Ed. students who withdrew 
at the end of second year or later. 
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38 
de the degree to which financial need was a factor 
in withdrawal for the total sample and within 
each group--based on dropouts! ratings of the 

reason "not enough money to continue," 
4. the extent to which withdrawal was voluntary 


for the total sample and within each group. 


Chapter IV provides a description of the nature 
of the dropouts surveyed in terms of sex, marital status, 
rural-urban home background, parental education and occu- 
pation, length of program and time of withdrawal, academic 
factors, and post-withdrawal status. Chapter V deals with 
reasons for withdrawal and plans to continue post-secondary 
education. A more detailed explanation of analysis of this 
data is included in the chapter. Data in Chapter VI con- 
cerns financial factors in withdrawal. Since summaries 
and discussions are presented in each chapter, Chapter VII 
provides a brief over-view of the survey and a very general 


discussion of results and implications. 
LIMITATIONS AND EXPLANATIONS 


The study was confined to a sample of dropouts who 
withdrew from the University of Alberta and the Northern 
Alberta Institute of Technology during, or av the end of, 
the 1967-68 term. The concern was with dropouts only, 
and no comparison was made with students from these insti- 


tutions who continue their studies. it is not: implied 
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39 
that characteristics described are unique to students 
who withdrew. 

There is a possibility of non-response bias in 
some instances. It is recognized that students whose 
post-secondary experience was not particularly pleasant 
and/or who left with considerable antagonism toward the 
institution might be predisposed to discarding the 
questionnaire. 

Data received may have been from individuals who 
were reasonably satisfied with their decisions or who 
thought out satisfactory courses of action for the future. 
By the same token, it is reasonable to expect that 
students who were unhappy with the conditions surrounding 
withdrawal might welcome an opportunity to express their 
Gdissauisilacvlen. 

The effect of timing of the survey warrants con- 
Sideration. The fact that responses were made in 
retrospect, particularly in connection with reasons for 
withdrawal, could have implications for the accuracy of 
dropouts! assessments of factors influencing their with- 
drawal. The investigator feels, however, that the time 
lapse may have served to gain a more objective description 
of reasons for withdrawal in that responses would be less 
"colored" by any emotionalism which may have initially 
surrounded withdrawal. 


A final consideration is that respondents might 
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LO 
tend to cite the more "socially acceptable" reasons for 
withdrawal and thus distort the over-all picture of 
attrition. This factor must be accepted in drawing 
conclusions from the results, as it is a function of 
this type of survey. 

With respect to the distributions tabulated, the 
totals for each group vary on occasion. (This is due to 
the fact that some respondents omitted questions, thereby 


causing these discrepancies. 
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CHAPTER IV 


GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF DROPOUTS FROM 
UNIVERSITY OF ALBERTA AND NAIT 


This chapter provides factual data about the nature 
of the sample of dropouts surveyed, and compares the three 
Broupe, Ueot Aji) Uvor A’ ..2), and NAIM, im terms of 
these data. The analysis presented is descriptive and it 
is not implied that the factors discussed are related to 
the causes of withdrawal from post-secondary institutions. 

Information dealing with distributions of the total 
University of Alberta undergraduate population by some of 
the characteristics examined in this chapter, was avail- 
able from the Registrar's Office. It should be remembered 
thes the U of A (1) dropout eroup included Hducation 
students in their first year (excluding after-degree 
students), and dropouts from all years of all other facul- 
ties. iae U of Ap(2) dropout group included Education 
withdrawals who had completed at least their second year. 
An attempt was made to describe 1967-65 University of 
Alberta undergraduate students on the basis of these criteria 
rather than simply the over-all student population. This 
was not entirely possible because of the way university 
statistics were tabulated. Consequently, the descriptions 


in this respect are, at best, approximations derived from 
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42 
the information provided in "Summary of statistics for 
the academic year 1967-68" (University of Alberta, 1967); 
however, the investigator felt that they at least pro- 
vided a general basis of comparison. 

Comparable information for the Northern Alberta 
Institute of Technology when available, was obtained 


through personal communication with the Registrar. 


SEX AND MARITAL STATUS OF DROPOUTS 


The sex of each respondent was obtained from 
institutional records. The distribution of males and 
females is tabulated in Table 2 which indicates that 
61.0 per cent of the total sample of 367 dropouts were 


males, and 39.0 per cent were females. 


TABLE 2 


SEAS DISTRIBUTION OF WU OFTAT (1), UsOReA(2)% 
AND NAIT DROPOUTS 


Male Female Totals 
Group N I N % N % 
Usor Aa ay) TS) 730 4b AiO 163 100.0 
Usofen 2(2.) 28 2428 85 WYO 3 10050 
NAIT lah 84.6 14 Te 91 100,0 
Totals apa 61.0 143 Be) Opens Or seme Owe 


X* = 93.557 df =2 p= 0,000 
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The ratio of males to females varied according to group. 
Males “outnumbered females in both U of A (1) and NAIT, the 
male to female ratios being 73 per cent to 27 per cent for 
U of A (1) and 84.6 per cent to 15.4 per cent for NAIT. 
Only 14 of the 91 NAIT withdrawals were females. The sex 
ratio was reversed in U of A (2) where 75.2 per cent of 
the group were female and 24.8 per cent male. The 85 
Women in this @roup accounted for 59.4 per cent of all 
females surveyed. 

In the undergraduate population of the University of 
Alberta, excluding all second, third, and fourth year and 
after-degree Education students, approximately 65 per cent 
were males and 35 per cent were females. Among second, 
third, and fourth year Education students, close to 40 per 
cent were males and 60 per cent females. Approximately 
80 per cent of all students in the Northern Alberta Insti- 


tute of Technology were men. 


Marital Status at Time of Withdrawal 

The marital status of each participant in the survey 
was obtained from institutional records. A tabulation of 
this information is shown in Table 3. Single students made 
up the greatest proportion of respondents and accounted for 
89.1 per cent of the total sample. This trend was evident 
in all three groups; however, U of A (2) had proportionately 
more married students than either of U of A (1) or NAIT. 
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divorced and represented only 1.1 per cent of:the entire 


sample. 


MARITAL STATUS AT TIME OF WITHDRAWAL: U OF A (1) 
U OF A (2), AND NAIT DROPOUTS 


TABLE 3 
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Distribution of University of Alberta students 


by marital status according to year of program was not 


available. 


of Alberta undergraduates were single, and close to 77 


per cent of all Education students were single. 


Approximately 85 per cent of all University 


Compar- 


able information for 1967-68 students at the Institute of 


Technology was not available, however 1968-69 figures 


showed that approximately 88 per cent of the students 


were Single. 
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SOCIOECONOMIC FACTORS 


Rural-Urban Home Background 


This information was provided by the respondents 
who were asked to indicate whether they lived (1) ona 
farm, village, or in a town (population less than 10,000), 
or (2) in a city (population of 10,000 or more]. The 
first alternative was classified as rural, the second as 
urban. Table 4 describes the rural-urban distribution 
obtained. The total sample was comprised of 57.3 per cent 
rural students and 42.7 per cent urban students. Signifi- 
cantly more of the U of A (2) dropouts (71.7 per cent), when 
compared with U of A (1) and NAIT, came from rural rather 
than urban homes. Respondents with rural backgrounds out- 
numbered those from urban areas in the NAIT group; however, 
they did so by a small margin (13.4 per centd. U of A (1) 
dropouts were more evenly distributed with respect to this 
factor as 47.5 per cent were rural and 52.5 per cent urban. 

A complete rural-urban distribution of the total 
student populations was not available. However, approxi- 
mately 68 per cent of all U of A undergraduates whose 
homes were in Alberta, came from cities of Edmonton, Calgary, 
Lethbridge, Red Deer, and Medicine Hat. Similar data for 
Education students indicated that close to 57 per cent came 
from these cities. The only information obtainable from 
the Northern Alberta Institute of Technology was that 49 


per cent of 1967-68 students came from Edmonton. 
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TABLE 4 


RURAL-URBAN DISTRIBUTION OF U OF A (1), 
U OF A (2), AND NAIT DROPOUTS 


et A SE Sr A 


Group Rural Urban Totals 
N I N % N I 
Ueto) ye wy 35 Soe Eoce. 162 100.0 
eee 2 Glen 27 47 Ba. eee 3 100.0 
NAIT pale CS ro hel 90 1003.0 
Totals £09 57.3 P5Ge ee 7 365 100.0 
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BaucaeLon Of spropouts! Parents 

The questionnaire contained an item which listed 
eight levels of formal education and each withdrawal was 
asked to check the highest level attained by his or her 
father. A ninth alternative entitled "other " was pro- 
vided for cases where parental education was not known, 
or was not comparable. A similar item was included for 
mothers! educational background. Data from these two 
items are summarized in Tables 5 and 6. Fathers of 63.6 
per cent of 362 dropouts had less than a grade twelve 
education with no specialized technical or trade training. 
The most common level of fathers’ education reported in 
each of the three groups was grades six to nine. This was 
the case with 43,7 per cent of NAIT dropouts, 40.2 per cent 


of those in U of A (2) and 29.4 per cent in U of A (1). 
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TABLE 5 


EDUCATION OF FATHERS OF U OF A (1) 
U OF A (2), AND NAIT DROPOUTS 
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TABLE 6 


EDUCATION OF MOTHERS OF U OF A (1), 
U OF A (2), AND NAIT DROPOUTS 
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By proportion, more U of A (1) fathers were high school 


graduates (11.0 per cent) and university graduates (9.8 per 
cent) than those in each of the other two groups. 

The levels of education of dropouts! mothers were 
somewhat differently proportioned than those of the fathers. 
Of the 365 mothers for whom this information was available, 
56.7 per cent had not completed grade twelve. Among the 
NAIT and U of A (2) respondents, more reported that their 
mothers had grade six to nine education than any other level. 
However, in the U of A (1) group, the educational level 
attained by the largest proportion of mothers was "some high 
school" (25.8 per cent). Eleven and one-half per cent of 
all the mothers had a university degree or some college 
training. 

Comparative data on total student populations were 


not available. 


Occupation er -Farent Responsible for Family Support 


Every dropout was asked to state his or her father's 
occupation, or mother's if she was the main supporter of 
Che family. Bach occupation was classified into one of 
eight categories ranging from "professional" to "unskilled 
labor." Those occupations which could not be so classi- 
fied, and responses which indicated welfare support, were 
designated as "other." Although most categories are self- 
explanatory, one needing clarification is that of "service." 


In this study it refers to individuals such as, policemen, 
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50 
postmen, and firemen. Table 7 shows that the most fre- 
quently stated parental occupation was that of farming in 
that 29.1 per cent of 361 responses fell into this classi- 
fication. Within-group comparison of occupations indicated 
that farming was reported as many, or more, times than any 
other type of occupation. Farming and managerial positions 
were the two largest categories by proportions, of U of A 
(1) parents, as each accounted for 21.6 per cent of the 
distribution. Professionals made up 17.6 per cent of this 
Broup. Ranked in order of proportion, major occupations of 
U of A (2) parents were: (1) farming; (2) skilled trade; 
and (3) professional. Farming, unskilled labor, and manag- 
oral positions’ accounted for 24.7 per cent 515.7) per cents 
and 13.5 per cent of NAIT parents, respectively. 

Comparative data on total student populations were 


not available. 


LENGTH OF PROGRAM AND TIME OF WITHDRAWAL 


Length of Program 


Undergraduate programs at the University of Alberta 
vary in length from two years for diploma courses such as 
Dental Hygiene to more than four years for such degree 
programs as B.Sc. Nursing, Medicine, and Law. Two years 
is the maximum length of any course offered at the Northern 
Alberta Institute of Technology (except where a year of 
academic up-grading is necessary). Data from the two insti- 


tutions were tabulated separately because of this difference. 
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TABLE 7 


OCCUPATIONS OF FAMILY-SUPPORTING PARENTS OF 
UeOW eno (lL), U OF A (2), AND NALT DROPOUTS 


Occupation renee a UROr “Aa(i23) NAIT Totals 
N I N % N % N % 
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Students in both groups of U of A dropouts reported 
the length of their programs on the basis of the number of 
years normally required for completion. The results, 
compiled in Table 8, show that the majority of dropouts 
(74.6 per cent) were registered in four-year degree programs, 
and approximately one-fifth were enrolled in three-year 


degree programs. 


TABLE 8 


LENGTH OF PROGRAMS ENROLLED IN BY U OF A (1) 
AND U OF A (2) DROPOUTS 


Degree 
more than Degree Degree Diploma Diploma 
Group 4 years 4 years 3 years 3 years 2 years Totals 


N % N % N 4 N © N & N vA 
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Those withdrawals in U of A (2), were, by definition in the 
four-year Bachelor of Education program. Among the U of A ca 
dropouts, 92.1 per cent withdrew from three- and four-year 
degree programs. By far the greatest number of NAIT dropouts 
were enrolled in a two-year diploma program. Table 9 indi- 


cates that 82 of 90 respondents were in such a program while 
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only 5 left a one-year course and 3 were taking a program 


of less than one year duration. 


TABLE 9 


LENGTH OF PROGRAMS ENROLLED IN 
BY NAIT DROPOUTS 


Program N I 
2-Year Diploma 82 Owe 
1-Year Diploma 5 5.6 
Less than One Year 5} eine) 

Totals 90 100.0 


Approximately 56 per cent of all undergraduate 
students at the University of Alberta were in four-year 
programs and close to 32 per cent were in three-year 
programs. Close to 80 per cent of all courses at the 
Northern Alberta Institute of Technology are two-year 
programs and the great majority of students were 


enrolled in them. 


Time of Withdrawal 
University of Alberta programs are organized on 


the basis of an academic year whereas NAIT courses are 
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offered on the basis of quarters, three of which make up 
a school year. As a result, the time of withdrawal of 
or A Students is described in relation to the year of 
program being taken at point of withdrawal, and, in addi- 
tion, the time of year withdrawal took place. In the case 
of NAIT dropouts, time of withdrawal is reported in terms 
of the number of quarters completed. This provides a 
rough indication of withdrawal in relation to both time 

of year and progress in program. 

Among all U of A dropouts, the heaviest withdrawal 
took place during second year or later, but before the 
graduating year (64.5 per cent) as is reported in Table 10. 
These data are somewhat biased, however, by the fact that 
U of A (2) dropouts were grouped on the basis of having 
completed at least two years of study. Examination of the 
tabulation of results from U of A (1) reveals that the 
greater proportion of withdrawals took place during or at 
the end of first year (56.5 per cent). Only one person 
discontinued during graduating year and 42.9 per cent left 
during the intervening years. Among U of A (2) 95.6 per 
cent withdrew at the end of second year, and during or at 
the end of third year. 

Table ll Sndicatves thatthe majority oieUror A 
dropouts left at the end of the academic year. Of the 
163 U of A (1) discontinuers, 81.6 per cent withdrew at 


the end of the year and 17.2 per cent left during the year. 
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TABLE 10 


YEAR OF PROGRAM AT TIME OF WITHDRAWAL OF 
U OF A (1) AND U OF A (2) DROPOUTS 


Second 
Durning tor year or During 
at end of later,not grad. 
Group first year grad. year year Totals 


N I, N I, N q, N % 
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TABLE Ill 


TIME OF YEAR WITHDRAWAL TOOK PLACE FOR 
U OF A (1) AND U OF A (2) DROPOUTS 


At the 
Before During end of 
Group classes the year year Totals 
N % N I N % N % 
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End-of-year withdrawal was slightly higher for U of A (2) 
as©963 per ’cent eft at this time: 

As mentioned earlier, the NAIT academic year is 
divided into three quarters and a student entering his 
second year would be beginning the fourth quarter of his 
program. The results summarized in Table 12 show that 
56.1 per cent of NAIT dropouts withdrew sometime between 


registration and the end of the first quarter. 


TABLE 12 
NUMBER OF QUARTERS COMPLETED BY NAIT DROPOUTS 


Number of Quarters N % er 
None 3 3.3 
Part of One 2h 20.4 
One fan ZO 
Two EAS PS 
Three 6 6x6 
Four 5 a8) 
Five i (et 
Six : eee 
Totals OL LOO 


NSS SEES Te TTL ee ee a 


Two quarters had been completed by 21.9 per cent of the 
discontinuers and 6.6 per cent had completed a full year 
(three quarters). Fourth, fifth, and sixth quarter with- 


drawal accounted for 15.4 per cent of the sample. 
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tl 
When all University of Alberta students (excluding 
second, third, and fourth year Education students) were 
considered, approximately 42 per cent were in first year. 
Among Education students (excluding those in first year), 
approximately 47 per cent, 31 per cent, and 22 per cent 


were in second, third, and fourth years respectively. 


ACADEMIC FACTORS 


High School Matriculation Average 
Students who enroll at the University of Alberta 


must have a matriculation average of 60 per cent or higher. 
However, high school matriculation is not a requirement for 
most of the programs at the Northern Alberta Institute of 
Technology. Thirty-one of the 91 dropouts from NAIT had 
matriculation and a description of their averages is in- 
cluded in Table 13 along with similar data for U of A 


withdrawals. 


TABLE 13 


” 


MATRICULATION AVERAGES: U OF A (1), U OF A (2), AND NAIT DROPOUTS 


H( 80% +) A(65~79%) B( 50-64%) Other Totals 
Group 
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The majority of dropouts in the University groups had 
attained a matriculation average of 65 per cent or higher. 
This was so for 64.4 per cent of U of A (1) and 60.4 per 
cent of U of A (2). One individual's response was categ- 
orized under "other," the reason being that he stated his 
marks are unknown. Of the 31 matriculants who withdrew 
from NAIT, 21 or 67.7 per cent had averages between 50 per 
cent and 64 per cent, and averages of 65 per cent or higher 
were reported by the remaining 32.3 per cent. 

Comparative data for total student populations were 


not available. 


Academic Standing at time of Withdrawal 


Dropouts were asked to indicate their academic 
standings in terms of the number of courses they were 
passing or failing and in terms of overall averages (nine- 
point system for U of A students and weighted averages for 
NAIT students). The data were tabulated separately for 
U.of A and NAIT. Table 14 shows that of the 273 respon- 
dents from U of A, 55.7 per cent were passing all courses 
when they withdrew. U of A (1) and U of A (2) differed 
markedly in distributions of academic averages. The 
proportion of U of A (2) dropouts who had passing grades 
was 88.5 per cent while less than one-third of the 
U of A (1) group were passing. Slightly more than one- 
half of the U of A (1)! group reported failing more than 


one course, and only 5 per cent of the U of A (2a sdade So. 
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TABLE 14 


ACADEMIC STATUS OF U OF A (1) AND U OF A (2) 
DROPOUTS AT TIME OF WITHDRAWAL 
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Results in Table 15 indicate that 42.2 per cent of the 


60 


NAIT withdrawals had weighted averages below 50 per cent. 


TABLE 15 
ACADEMIC STATUS OF NAIT DROPOUTS AT TIME OF 
WITHDRAWAL 
Academic Status N vA 
Failing more than one course with 
weighted average below 50% 28 35.0 
Failing one course weighted average 
below 50% 10 aa 
Failing one or more courses with 
weighted average above 50% 21 oe 
Passing all courses, weighted average 
50% - 54% : 7.8 
Passing all courses, weighted average 
55% - Ohh ly 15.6 
Passing all courses, weighted average 
65h - Tip : ee 
Passing all courses, weighted average 
75% or higher 2 ae 
No marks a Psi 2 
Totals 90 1000 
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It was reported by 23.3 per cent that they were failing 
one or more courses but had weighted averages above 50 
per cent. Almost one-third of the group was passing all 
courses with weighted averages of 50 per cent and higher. 


Two people left before marks had been assigned. 
POST-WITHDRAWAL STATUS 


Participants in the survey were asked to state their 
post-withdrawal status in relation to their work situations. 
The questionnaire item included an alternative applying to 
transfer students, tabulation of which is not included in 
the data. The summary of results in Table 16 reveals that 
81.6 per cent of all dropouts were engaged in full time 
work, and 5.4 per cent in part time work, at the time of 


the survey. 


TABLE 16 


POST-WITHDRAWADOTATUS OF Us OFeAg (1). U Or AQ(2ir 
AND NAIT DROPOUTS 
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Relatively few withdrawals (3.5 per cent) were unemployed. 
Seventeen women, 4.6 per cent of the sample, reported that 
they were housewives. The responses of 18 dropouts were 
recorded under "other" and explanations indicated that they 
were mainly students who were hospitalized or travelling. 
The post-withdrawal status of U of A (2) withdrawals 
was examined further by asking them to state whether or not 
they were teaching. Of the 104 people who replied, 96 or 


92.3 per cent were teaching at the time of the survey. 
SUMMARY 


A summary of descriptive data in this chapter is 
presented in relation to all dropouts in the survey and 
U of A (1), U of A (2), and NAIT withdrawals as separate 
groups. 
The majority of all dropouts surveyed: 
1. were males (61.0 per cent) 
2. were single (89.1 per cent) 
3. were from rural home backgrounds (57.3 per cent) 
4. had parents who left school before graduating 
from grade twelve (fathers 63.6 per cent, 
mothers 56.7 per cent) 
5. had parents whose occupations were non- 
professional and non-managerial (70.8 per cent) 
6. were working full time at the time of the 


survey (81.6 per cent) 
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were male (73.0 per cent) 

were single (98.8 per cent) 

were from urban home backgrounds (52.5 per cent) 
had fathers who left school before graduating 
from grade twelve (fathers 51.7 per cent, 
mothers “h9n/ per cent) U of A (27) had the 
Highest proportion, by group, of University 
trained parents 

had parents whose occupations were non- 
professional and non-managerial (61.1 per cent) 
were working full time at the time of the 
survey (73.6 per cent) 

were enrolled in a four-year degree program 
(575. percent) 

withdrew during or at the end of the first year 
of their programs (56.5 per cent) 

had matriculation averages from 65 per cent to 
79 per cent (61.3) 

were failing more than one course at the time 


of withdrawal (51.2 per cent) 


Tiesmeajoricy of U0 or “A (2) dropours: 


2, 
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were females (75.2 per cent) 
were single (71.7 per cent) although U of A (2) 
had the largest proportion of married students 


of any group 
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3. were from rural home backgrounds (71.1 per cent) 
4. had parents who left school before graduating 
from grade twelve (fathers 71.4 per cent, 
mothers 61.1 per ete) 
>. had parents whose occupations were non-professional 
and non-managerial (79.1 per cent) 
6. were working full time at the time of the survey 
(94.6 per cent) and 92.3 per cent were teaching 
7. were enrolled in a four-year degree program 
(100.0 per cent) 
8. withdrew after the second year of their programs, 
but not during the year (95.6 per cent) 
9. had matriculation averages from 65 per cent to 79 
per cent (58.6 per cent) 


10 were passing all courses (88.5 per cent) 


The majority of NAIT dropouts: 


ls. were male (84.6 per cent} 

2. were single (93.4 per cent) 

3. were from rural home backgrounds (56.7 per cent) 

4. had parents who left school before graduating 
from grade twelve (fathers 76.0 per cent, 
mothers 64.0 per cent) 

5. had parents whose occupations were non-professional 
and non-managerial (78.6 per cent) 


6. were working-full time at the time of the survey 


(79.1 per cent) 
7, were enrolled in a two-year diploma program 


(91.1 per cent) 
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8. withdrew before completing three quarters 
(78.0 per cent) 
9. were non-matriculants (among the matriculants, 
67.7 per cent had averages from 50 per cent to 
64 per cent) 


10. were failing one or more courses (65.5 per cent) 


the comparisons of dropout groups with the, totee 
student populations resulted in the following observa- 
tions: 

1. There were approximately three times as many 
males as females in the U of A (1) dropout group, whereas 
it appears that there were close to twice as many males 
as females among the undergraduate population of the 
University of Alberta (excluding second, third, and fourth 
year, and after-degree Education students). Among Educa- 
tion students (excluding first-year students) there were 
approximately one and one-half times as many females as 
males, and within the U of A (2) dropout group there were 
three times as many females as males. The NAIT dropout 
group contained five and one-half times as many males as 
females. Among the total student population there were 
approximately four times as many men as women. 

2. Single students greatly outnumbered married 
students in all three dropout groups, as they did in the 
total student populations. 


3. Although the exact proportion cannot be determined 
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from available data, it appears that over half of the 
total student populations of the University of Alberta 
and the Northern Alberta Institute of Technology were 
from urban homes, whereas, this was true for U of A (1), 
it was the reverse among U of A (2) and NAIT dropouts. 

4. The majority (74.6 per cent) of dropouts from 
the University of Alberta were in four year programs, and 
in total student population, 56.0 per cent were in such 
programs. Among all the students attending the Northern 
Alberta Institute of Technology the great majority were 
taking two-year courses as were most of the dropouts surveyed. 

5. Within the U of A (1) dropout group, over one- 
half (56.5 per cent) were in first year, whereas among all 
university undergraduates (excluding second, third, and 
fourth year Education students) approximately 42 per cent 
were students in the first year of their programs. With- 
drawing at the end of second, or during or at the end of 
third year were 95.6 per cent of the U of A (2) group. 
Among comparable students in the total Faculty of Education 
population, 78 per cent were in second and third year, and 


22 per cent were in fourth year. 
DISCUSSION 


The nature of the data in this chapter prompts 
some discussion. The meaning of information dealing with 
academic standing at the time of withdrawal is somewhat 


hazy. It seems expedient to think in terms of what 
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constitutes being in academic difficulty rather than only 
in terms of averages. To facilitate general understand- 
ing, the rationale behind the description of U of A 
dropouts in terms of academic standing in this survey was 
that a student who was failing more than one course at 
time of withdrawal was more-than-likely in academic dif- 
ficulty, although the degree cannot be ascertained. 
Further, a student who was failing one course only might 
have been in slight difficulty, but such a failure would 
not, im most cases, prevent him from returning to school 
the following year. In light of this framework approxi- 
mately one-half of the U of A (1) dropouts were in 
academic difficulty and another 14 per cent were in slight 
difficulty. The U of A (2) withdrawals were generally 
achieving passing grades. 

Discussion with officials of the Northern Alberta 
Institute of Technology implied that a student was con- 
sidered to be in academic difficulty if he was failing 
more than one course and/or if his weighted average was 
lower than 50 per cent. In these terms approximately 42 
per’ cent of NAIT dropouts were in academic difficulty 
at time of withdrawal. Another 23 per cent may have been 
as they reported failure but had maintained at least a 
50 per cent weighted average. 

U of A (2) dropouts, as a group, differed consid- 


ably from U of A (1) and NAIT in many ways. One noticeable 
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difference was that females outnumbered males, as they 
did in the comparative Faculty of Education student 
population. However, there are indications that the 
female dropout rate in this group was higher than that 
of males. One feasible explanation is, that it is 
possible that women are more likely to plan to attend 
ontywuntbil certification: 

U-of A (2) contained the largest proportion of 
married students of any group. A consideration here 
might be that the Faculty of Education offers an oppor- 
tunity for students to become certified to teach within 
two years, and this could be of importance to those 
supporting families. 

A substantial majority of dropouts from this 
group were from rural home backgrounds. There are many 
factors which could be related to this, however, their 
highly speculative nature prevents their inclusion in 
this discussion. However, judging from statistics 
applying to the total Education Faculty, it seems that 
rural students do not outnumber urban students. Indica- 
tions are then that the dropout rate in U of A (2) group 
was higher for students from rural than from urban home 
backgrounds. 

Two other conditions which were unique to U of A 
(2) withdrawals were the time of withdrawal and academic 


standing. Both of these factors arise out of the basis 
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69 
on which the group was determined. By definition, all 
U of A (2) dropouts hadvcompleted at least two years of 
education and therefore no first year withdrawals exis- 
ted in this group. The fact that certification was 
possible at the end of the second year of the B.Ed. pro- 
gram is a very plausible explanation of the heavy with- 
drawal at this time. It is further strengthened by the 
fact that 92.3 per cent of U of A (2) dropouts were 
teaching at the time of the survey. By the same token 
it is reasonable to expect that the great majority of 
these individuals were achieving satisfactorily at the 
time of withdrawal. 

All conditions unique to U of A (2) dropouts 
serve to confirm the rationale behind separating these 
withdrawals from the rest of the dropouts from the 
University of Alberta, that being that they were atypical 
of dropouts in general. Further, it was felt that their 
inclusion with other U of A dropouts might bias the 


results of the survey. 
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CHAPTER V 


REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL FROM, AND PLANS TO 
CONTINUE WITH, POST-SECONDARY EDUCATION 


INTRODUCTION 


This chapter examines some of the factors reported 
DyaGareeheroups i sdropouts, Uso A (i). U of A (2), and 
NAIT, as having influenced withdrawal from post-secondary 
institutions, as well as the nature and extent of plans 
to return to studies. Presentation of data dealing with 
reasons for withdrawal commences with a between-group 
comparison of the extent to which withdrawal was voluntary. 
This is followed by analyses of various reasons for drop- 
ping out and their relative importance. Data are described 
in terms of all three groups combined and also in relation 
to each group. Within this framework the reasons for 
withdrawal are further examined with respect to the follow- 
ing factors: sex, rural-urban home background, and the 
extent to which withdrawal was voluntary. In the case of 
one group, U of A (2), an analysis according to marital 
status is reported. This is not done with respect to U of A 
(1), NAIT, or the total group because the small number of 
married students renders such a description of little value. 
The last section of data deals with dropouts! plans to 


continue formal education at the post-secondary level. 
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A summary and discussion concludes the chapter. 

Data concerning reasons for withdrawal were 
obtained from the questionnaires. Sixteen possible 
reasons were listed and each recipient was asked to res- 
pond to every reason with respect to whether it; (1) did 
not apply, (2) was of some importance, or (3) was of 
major importance in leading to his or her withdrawal. 
Space was provided for listing and explanation of other 
reasons not included in the item. This method allowed 
for differences in degree of importance each factor had 
and also made it possible for an individual to present 
more than one reason for dropping out. Data were summar- 
ized for fifteen of the sixteen reasons. The one omitted 
was that of "transferred to another post-secondary 
institution" as respondents who indicated that this 
applied to them were not included in the study. 

The results of this part of the survey were examined 
with two main purposes in mind. One was to determine the 
frequently reported reasons for withdrawal and the degree 
to which they were important. This was done by describing 
the relative importance of reasons in three ways; on the 
basis of proportions of dropouts reporting each factor as 
being of major importance, of some importance, and of com- 
bined importance. The description of combined importance 
was obtained by examining the percentage of respondents 


who reported that a reason did not apply. In this respect 
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{2 
those reasons which had the smallest proportions in this 
category necessarily had the largest proportions in the 
other two categories combined, thus giving an indication 
of over-all importance. In each of the three kinds of 
descriptions, results were reported in terms of rank 
order of the five reasons reported by the greatest pro- 
portions of dropouts. Throughout the rest of the text 
these are often referred to as high ranking reasons. 

This was not to imply that reasons ranking lower than 
fifth were of no concern. The selection of the top five 
reasons was an arbitrary decision for the sake of suc- 
cinctness. Information regarding less frequently reported 
reasons may be easily obtained by referring to appropriate 
tables summarizing responses to all reasons. Since no 
statistical treatment of ranks was performed, tied ranks 
were reported as consecutive whole numbers, and the exist- 
ence of the tie is noted. This use of rank order was for 
convenience of descriptive comparisons. Differences in 
proportions between ranks vary from being fairly large to 
very small. As a result a variation of rank order does 
not, in itself, mean a substantial difference in the rela- 
tive importance of reasons. This must be determined by 
direct referral to tables summarizing relevant data or to 
graphic comparisons of high ranking reasons. 

The second purpose underlying this part of the study 


was to ascertain which reasons, irrespective of their order 


bute edd ' tO gysq aids sntyfrobne 198 qq ‘iain 
mebto siedd Yo svitooqeerti 28088 ‘ofnw mk 


i> 


- 
7 


’ 


“he 


tf wae 7 - a Ss 


st 
atly i anotdroqotg yeelLame: end bad do.teiw 3 
ed¢ mt acoisroqgotq teogrsl suid bed yeersabeseee 


“~ a a | 
nottesibat os anivis eudy | peteketios agirogedsa ows tadiso 


to sbaty ceils oft to dose nl .sonstrogmt Lis-xeve 46 


taser to amred ot bedtoqer oisw ev iveor .enotiqtioeeb 

song dastese is aft yd bedtoges enoeket avit oft To “ebro 
fxad sit Io vesy. ond tuorauondt -evuoqoth To. onoit1oq 
pnoesé: grinasi meyid esos berretst merlto 81s ovedd 

fadd vewol sarinst enoeset dadd ylami og Jom eBw aint 

svit gov edt to noisoolsa ex? ,tyeomoo on to Stew, Fe ea wn 
-ot@ to oxaa ond vot nofelosb Yisididts Ms ehw enoeser 
betrodet yYidneuper) 2zesl garhisesst noftemto tal  BOMRSORLS 
sierigo mgs ov anivts tet vd bentstdo yiieses sd ysm eneeset 
om gone anoEner {fe oF eeencqest gaisitammue seldas 
exmex betd , besmotied aBW exanss to drendsets emery 
-{eixe edt fons ,ersdmus slow evituosenoo os bed10qet oxrew 
xo? esw vebto das ‘to sen efdT .bedon et sit edt Yo — 
mi easoneTreltid .cnoninagmos svitdizoseb To sonekmevaoe 

of egtel yliist sated mot? yay exnBi noawied ono biiogong 
egeob isb10 amex ‘to motisivsy & diveer 6 eh . [i ame vier 
-alet oft at sonereiiip lebdnsaedie B heen ,tleert oF ton 
ud bonimreieb od teum 2fAT .2n0esex ‘to sonednogitt ovis 
oy 10 adeb viawetes unisinsmme, seddgs PP eee eiutle 


wnoeEoT aabitasn alt to 8 sgimo5 9. Se § 


te 
of importance, applied differentially to dropouts 


grouped on the bases of various characteristics. This 
was determined by examining those reasons for which the 
differences among degrees of importance (based on pro- 
portions of dropouts! ratings) were statistically 
SsignificantTat the .05 level or higher as indicated 

by Chi-square analysis. Significance in this respect 
Suggested a characteristic difference in the proportion 
of dropouts for which a reason was a factor in withdrawal 
and/or a difference in the degree to which it was 


important. 
THE EXTENT TO WHICH WITHDRAWAL WAS VOLUNTARY 


This information was reported by dropouts in terms 
of the amount of administrative pressure involved in 
withdrawal. The criteria in this respect were: (1) being 
asked to withdraw, which has a compulsory connotation, 

(2) having withdrawal suggested, which implies some degree 
of individual choice, and (3) voluntary withdrawal, which 
precludes any formal administrative action. Throughout 
the remainder of this study dropouts described on the 
basis of these three conditions of withdrawal are fre- 
quently referred to as (1) compulsory withdrawals, (2) 
suggested withdrawals, and (3) voluntary withdrawals. 

Tabulations in Table 17 indicate that withdrawal 
was voluntary for the majority of dropouts (75.4 per cent). 


The group having the greatest proportion of compulsory 
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dropouts was U of A (1), with 23.5 per cent. It was 
followed by NAIT with 17.6 per cent land! Di of A’ (2) with 


O.9 per cent (only one person). 


TABLE 17 


THE EXTENT TO WHICH WITHDRAWAL WAS VOLUNTARY AMONG 
U OF A (1), U OF A (2), AND NAIT DROPOUTS 


Compulsory Suggested Voluntary 
Group Withdrawal Withdrawal Withdrawal Totals 
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REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY ALL DROPOUTS 


A compilation of reasons and the degree of import- 
ance each was reported to have in discontinuance is given 
in Table 18. Reasons considered of major importance, in 


order of proportions of dropouts so rating them, were: 


(1) "lack of interest in courses"; (2) "not enough money 
to continue": (3) "made the wrong program choice"; (4) 
"srades too low to continue"; (5) and (6) "worry over 


personal problems" and "planned to or did get married" 
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TABLE 18 


REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY ALL DROPOUTS: 
LISTED IN ORDER OF COMBINED IMPORTANCE 


Reason 


Lack of interest 
in courses 


Not enough money 
to continue 


Made the wrong 
program choice 


Worry over per- 
sonal problems 


Grades too low 
to continue 


Other 


Was lonely and 
unhappy 


Courses too 
ai fi venlty 


Had successfully 
completed de- 
sired courses 


Planned to or did 


get married 


Offered full 
time job 


Illness (family) 
Illness (self) 
Asked to leave 


for non-acad- 
emic reasons 


DiLaViot 


Apply 


apf 


Decided to complete 


matriculation 
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(tied). A similar comparison of reasons rated "of some 
importance" revealed that the rank order was: (1) "lack 
of interest in courses"; (2) "worry over personal prob- 
lems"; (3) "not enough money to continue": (4) "courses 
Loordifiaculty™; @) “other.” On the basis ofmcombined 
importance the top five reasons were as follows: (1) 
Wlack of interest. in courses": (2) "not enough money to 


continue"; (3) "made the wrong program choice"; (4) 
"worry over personal problems": (5) "grades too low to 


continue." 


Reasons for Withdrawal Given by All Dropouts, 
Grouped by Sex 


Table 19 summarizes responses from males. The five 


reasons most frequently rated "of major importance" were: 


(1) "lack of} interest in courses"; (2) "grades too low to 
continue"; (3) "made the wrong program choice"; (4) "not 
enough money to continue"; (5) "worry over personal 


problems." Among those considered to be of some impor- 
tance, "lack of interest in courses"ranked first. This 
was followed by "worry over personal problems," "made 

the wrong program choice," "not enough money to continue," 
and "counses too difficult." » On the basis of combined 
importance reasons ranked as follows: (1) "lack of 
interest in courses"; (2) "made the wrong program choice"; 
(3) "grades too low to continue"; (4) "worry over personal 


problems"; (5) "not enough money to continue." 
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LISTED IN ORDER OF COMBINED IMPORTANCE 


a nr eres i ne ni nts trent nent 


Lack of interest 
in courses 


Made the wrong 
program choice 


Grades too low 
to continue 


Worry over per- 
sonal problems 


Not enough money 
to continue 


Courses too 
C2 LeulsG 


Was lonely and 
unhappy 


Other 


Orfered Full 
time job 


Planned to or did 
get married 


Had successfully 
completed 
desired courses 


Illness (family) 
Tilness “(selft) 


Asked to leave for 


non-academic 
reasons 


Decided to complete 


matriculation 


TABLE 19 
REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY ALL MALE DROPOUTS: 
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The responses of females are summarized in Table 
£0. The top five reasons rated "of major importance” 
were: (1) "not enough money to continue": (2) "planned 
WO or did geo married”; (3) "had succeserully completed 
desired courses"; (4) “lack of interest in courses". 

(5) "made the wrong program choice." First in rank among 
the reasons considered to be of some importance was "not 
enough money to continue." This was followed by "worry 
over personal problems." "Lack of interest in courses" 
and “other,” ranked third and fourth (tied), and three 
reasons, "had successtully completed desired courses," 
"made the wrong program choice," and "offered a full time 
job" ranked fifth, sixth, and seventh (tied). Ranking in 
terms of combined importance resulted in the following 
order: (1) "not enough money to continue"; (2) "had 
successfully completed desired courses"; (3) "lack of 
interest in courses": (4) "planned to or did get married"; 
(5) "made the wrong program choice." 

Figure 1 illustrates the relative combined impor- 
tance of high ranking reasons given by males and females. 
The first ranked reasons for each sex differed somewhat 
in proportions reporting them important. It can be seen 
that the second, third, and fourth reasons among males 
were reported in approximately the same proportions as 
was the first ranking reason among women. 


Among the seven reasons included in the top 
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REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY ALL FEMALE DROPOUTS: 
LISTED IN ORDER OF COMBINED IMPORTANCE 
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Percentages of dropouts, by sex, who reported 


Figure l. 
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$1 
ranking reasons of each sex, six revealed significant 
differences between proportions of responses. Table 21 
indicates that the reasons which had importance for a 


significantly greater proportion of men than women were: 


"lack of interest in courses," "made the wrong program 
choice," “grades too low to continue,” and “worry over 
personal problems." The reasons, "had successfully com- 


pleted desired courses" and "planned. to om did get 
married," applied more to women than to men as is shown 
ime Tap Ve we 2. 

Two reasons not among the top five for either 
males or females differentiated between sexes. Table 23 
reveals that "offered a full time job" was rated import- 
ant by proportionately more women than men. Although 
"illness (family)" was not generally considered important 
by either sex, when it did apply to men it tended to be 
of some importance, while when it applied to women the 
difference between those considering it of some importance 


and of major importance was very small. 


Reasons for Withdrawal Given by All Dropouts, 
Grouped by Rural-Urban Home Background 


Table 24 summarizes the responses of dropouts 
from rural home backgrounds and discloses that the top 
five reasons considered to be of major importance were: 
(1) "not enough money to continue"; (2) "grades too low 


to continue"; (3) "lack of interest in courses"; 
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TABLE 21 


DISTRIBUTIONS OF RESPONSES TO HIGH RANKING 
REASONS, BY SEX: IMPORTANT TO 
PROPORTIONATELY MORE 
MALES THAN FEMALES 


Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
9ex Apply Importance Importance Totals 
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TABLE — 2) (continued) 
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TABLE 22 


DISTRIBUTIONS OF RESPONSES TO HIGH RANKING 
REASONS, BY SEX: IMPORTANT TO 
PROPORTIONATELY MORE 
FEMALES THAN MALES 


Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
sex Apply Importance Importance Totals 
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TABLE 23 


DISTRIBUTIONS OF REASONS NOT AMONG 


THE TOPSh hVipy=b iene 


Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Sex Apply Importance Importance Totals 
N % N ~ N vA N % 
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TABLE 24 


REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY DROPOUTS FROM RURAL HOMES: 
LISTED IN ORDER OF COMBINED IMPORTANCE 


Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Reason Apply Importance Importance Totals 
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(4) "made the wrong program choice"; (5) "had successfully 
completed desired courses." Rated as being of some impor- 
tance were: (1) "lack of interest in courses"; (2) "worry 
over personal problems"; (3) "not enough money to continue"; 
(4) "made the wrong program choice"; (5) "courses too dif- 
ficult." In terms of. combined importance. the five most 
frequently reported reasons were: (1) "not enough money 
to continue"; (2) "lack of interest in courses"; (3) "made 
the wrong program choice"; (4) "worry over personal prob- 
lems"; (5) “grades too low to continue." 

Results in Table 25 indicate that the reasons of 
major importance to dropouts from urban homes ranked as 
follows: (1) "lack of interest in courses"; (2) "made 
the wrong program choice"; (3) "grades too low to con- 
tinue"; (4) "not enough money to continue"; (5) "worry 
over personal problems." Similar analysis of reasons 
of some importance resulted in the following order: 

(1) and (2) “worry over personal problems" and "lack of 
interest in courses" (tied); (3) "made the wrong program 
choice"; (4) "not enough money to continue"; (5) "other." 


On the basis of combined importance the top five ranking 


reasons were: (1) “lack of interest in courses"; (2) "made 
the wrong program choice"; (3) "worry over personal prob- 
lems"; (4) "grades too low to continue"; (5) "not enough 


money ito veontinue." 
The percentages of dropouts from rural and urban 


homes reporting important reasons for withdrawal are 
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REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY DROPOUTS FROM URBAN HOMES: 
LISTED IN ORDER OF COMBINED IMPORTANCE 


Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Reason Apply Importance Importance Totals 
N N N % N L 
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illustrated in Figure 2. Except for one reason, "not 
enough money to continue," greater proportions of dropouts 
from urban than rural homes felt these reasons were impor- 
tant. 

Thesdirierences in proportions of rural and urban 
responses were statistically significant for two high 
ranking reasons, and one reason not among the-top five. 
The latter, which was "had successfully completed desired 
ComMrses, “was tae only factor important, tora significantly 
greater proportion of rural dropouts than those from urban 
homes and the results are given in Table 26. Table 27 
reveals that "worry over personal problems" and "lack of 
interest in courses," both among the top five most fre- 
quently reported reasons, were considered important in 


withdrawal by proportionately more urban than rural dropouts. 


TABLE 26 


DROPOUTS! RESPONSES TO "HAD SUCCESSFULLY 
COMPLETED DESIRED COURSES," BY 
RURAL-URBAN HOME BACKGROUND 
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TABLE 27 
DISTRIBUTIONS OF RESPONSES TO HIGH RANKING 
REASONS, BY RURAL-URBAN HOME BACKGROUND: 


IMPORTANT TO PROPORTIONATELY MORE 
URBAN, THAN RURAL, DROPOUTS 


Home Back- Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
ground Apply Importance Importance Totals 
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Reasons for Withdrawal Given by All Dropouts, Grouped 
by the Extent to which Withdrawal was Voluntary 

Table 28 describes the responses from compulsory 
dropouts and indicates that the top five reasons rated of 
major importance were; (1) "grades too low to continue"; 
(2) "lack of interest in courses": (3) "made the wrong 
program choice"; (4) “worry over personal problems"; (5) 
"not enough money to continue." Similar analysis of res- 
ponses implying some importance resulted in the following 
order of reasons: (1) "lack of interest in courses”; 
(2) "worry over personal problems"; (3) "courses too dif- 
ficult"; (4) and (5) "not enough money to continue” and 
"made the wrong choice of program" (tied). Reasons rank- 
ing one to five in combined importance were: (1) "grades 
tocwlow Go continue"™* (2) "lack of interest. in =-courses”™; 
(3) “worry over personal problems"; (4) "made the wrong program 
choice"; (5) "not enough money to continue." 

Responses of dropouts to whom withdrawal was 
suggested are tabulated in Table 29. Rank order of 
the top five reasons rated of major importance was: 
(1) "grades too low to continue"; (2) "made the wrong 
program choice"™;(3) "lack of interest in courses"; 
(4) “worry over personal problems"; (5) "not enough 
money to continue." Having some importance in with- 
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REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY COMPULSORY DROPOUTS: 


Reason 


Grades too low 
to continue 


Lack of interest 
in courses 
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problems 
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TABLE 29 


REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY SUGGESTED DROPOUTS: 
LISTED IN ORDER OF COMBINED IMPORTANCE 


Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Reason Apply Importance Importance Totals 
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(1) "lack of interest in courses"; (2) and (3) "worry 


over personal problems" and "grades too low to continue" 


(tied); (4) "was lonely and unhappy"; (5) "courses too 
difficult." In terms of combined importance the top. five 
reasons were: (1) "grades too low to continue"; (2) "lack 
of interest in courses"; (3) "worry over personal problems": 
(4) ‘made the wrong program choice"; (5) "was lonely and 
unhappy." 


Reasons rated according to relative importance by 


voluntary dropouts are presented in Table 30. Considered 


to be of major importance were: (1) "not enough money to 
continue"; (2) "lack of interest in courses"; (3) "made 

the wrong program choice"; (4) “planned to or did get 
married"; (5) “had successfully completed desired courses." 


The top five factors reported as being of some importance 


were: (1) "lack of interest in courses"; (2) “worry over 
personal problems"; (3) "not enough money to continue"; 
(4) "made the wrong program choice"; (5) "other." On the 


basis of combined importance reasons ranked as follows: 


(1) "not enough money to continue"; (2) "lack of interest 
in courses": (3) "made the wrong program choice"; ) 
"worry over personal problems"; (5) "other." 


A comparison of the proportions of compulsory, 
suggested, and voluntary dropouts reporting each high 
ranking reason as a factor in withdrawal is shown in 
Figure 3. Compulsory and suggested dropouts responded 


somewhat similarly. Voluntary dropouts reported most 
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TABLE 30 


REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY VOLUNTARY DROPOUTS: 
LISTED IN ORDER OF COMBINED IMPORTANCE 


Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Reason Apply Importance Importance Totals 
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98 
reasons, except "not enough money to continue," to a 
lesser extent than the other two groups. 

Responses to all seven high ranking reasons 
differed significantly among the three kinds of dropout 
groups. Table 31 reveals that the following reasons 
were of more importance to compulsory and suggested 
withdrawals than to voluntary dropouts; "lack of inter- 
CoemLiMoourses. Ualeradesstoovlow eco Continues! "worry 
over personal problems," "made the wrong program choice." 
Hesults) in) Table 32 indicate that the reasons “other,” 
"was lonely and unhappy," and "not enough money to con- 
tinue" applied mainly to voluntary withdrawals. 

bighnificant differences between responses of 
dropouts occurred in relation to four low ranking 
reasons. Table 33 summarizes these results. The reason 
YNwas asked to withdraw for non-academic reasons" was 
important to ony 2. per cent of all dropouts) and), as 
would be expected, these were among compulsory and sug- 
gested withdrawals. "Offered a full time job" was 
important proportionately to fewer compulsory withdrawals 
compared with the others, as was "had successfully com- 
pleted desired courses." "Courses too difficult" was 
considered a reason for withdrawal by a greater percent- 
age of compulsory and suggested dropouts than of those 


who withdrew voluntarily. 
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TABLE 31 


DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO HIGH RANKING REASONS, 
BY THE BATENT TO WHICH WITHDRAWAL WAS VOLUNTARY: 
IMPORTANT TO PROPORTIONATELY MORE COMPULSORY 
AND SUGGESTED, THAN VOLUNTARY, DROPOUTS 


Extent to which 


withdrawal was Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
voluntary Apply Importance Importance Totals 
N %o N % N 70 N 70 
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TABLE 31 (continued) 


Extent to which 
withdrawal was Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
voluntary Apply Importance Importance Totals 


N I, N q N q N I, 


"Worry over personal problems" 
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TABLE 32 


DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO HIGH RANKING REASONS, 
BY THE EXTENT TO WHICH WITHDRAWAL WAS VOLUNTARY: 
IMPORTANT TO PROPORTIONATELY MORE VOLUNTARY, 
THAN COMPULSORY AND SUGGESTED, DROPOUTS 


Extent to which 
withdrawal was Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
voluntary Apply Importance Importance Totals 
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TABLE 33 
DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO REASONS NOT 


AMONG THE TOP FIVE, BY THE EXTENT TO 
WHICH WITHDRAWAL WAS VOLUNTARY 


Type of Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Withdrawal Apply Importance Importance Totals 


N I N I N q, N % 


"Asked to withdraw for non-academic reasons" 
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TABLE 33 (continued) 


Type of Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 


Withdrawal Apply Importance Importance 


N % N % N 
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Totals 
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REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY U OF A (1) DROPOUTS 


A compilation of reasons and the degree of impor- 
tance each had in discontinuance of U of A (1) Students 
is given in Table 34. The five reasons most frequently 
rated of major importance were: (1) "grades too low to 
continue"; (2) "lack of interest in courses"; (3) made 
the wrong program choice"; (4) "not enough money to 
continue"; (5) "worry over personal problems." Reasons 
most often considered to be of some importance were: 

(1) and (2) "worry over personal problems" and "lack of 
interest in courses" (tied); (3) "made the wrong program 
choice"; (4) "was lonely and unhappy"; (5) "grades too 
low to continue." The five reasons having most bearing 
on withdrawal in terms of combined importance were: (1) 
tlack of interest in courses"; (2) "grades too low to 
continue"; (3) "worry over personal problems"; (4) "made 
the wrong choice of program"; (5) "not enough money to 


continue." 


Reasons for Withdrawal Given by U of A (1) Dropouts, 
Grouped by Sex 


The responses of males are presented in Table 35. 
Five reasons rated most frequently of major importance 
were: (1) “srades too low to continue"; (2). "lack of 
interest in courses"; (3) "made the wrong program choice"; 
(4) "worry over personal problems"; and (5) "not enough 


money to continue." Ranking one to five in terms of being 
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REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY U OF A (1) DROPOUTS: 


TABLE 34 


LISTED IN ORDER OF COMBINED IMPORTANCE 


105 


Reason 


Lack of interest 
in courses 


Grades too low 
to continue 


Worry over per- 
sonal problems 


Made the wrong 
program choice 


Not enough money 
to continue 


Other 


Was lonely and 
unhappy 


Courses too 
Gitiveult 


Plagned te or did 
get married 


Offered full 
time job 


Illness (family) 
Illness (self) 
Had successfully 


completed 
desired courses 


Asked to leave for 


non-academic 
reasons 
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TABLE. “35 
REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY MALE U OFA(1) DROPOUTS: 


LISTED IN ORDER OF COMBINED IMPORTANCE 


in ie: 


Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Reasons Apply Importance Importance Totals 
N I N I N N % 
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of some importance were: (1) "lack of interest in Courses. | 
(2) "worry over personal problems"; (3) "made the wrong 
program choice"; (4) "grades too low to continue! 9 (5) 
"courses too difficult." The order of reasons of combined 
importance was the same as. those for the total U of A (1) 
Sroup. 

Table 36 indicates that, among female respondents, 
reasons rated of major importance ranked as follows: (ay 
Yelanned eto or did get married"; (2)cand (3) "not enough 
money to continue" and "lack of interest in courses" (tied); 
(4) "grades too low to continue"; (5) and (6) “worry over 
personal problems" and "made the wrong program choice" (tied). 
The top five reasons considered by the greatest percentage 
to be of some importance were: (1) “worry over personal 
problems"; (2) "made the wrong program choice"; (3) "lack 
of interest in courses"; (4) "was lonely and unhappy," and 
(5) "other." In -relation to combined importance reasons 
ranked as follows: (1) "worry over personal problems"; (2) 
"made the wrong program choice"; (3) "lack of interest in 
courses"; (4) "not enough money to continue"; and (5) "other." 
"Other" reasons given by women dealt with family responsibi- 
lities, pregnancy, and uncertainty about goals. 

Figure 4 shows that the proportions of males report- 
ing "lack of interest in courses" and "grades too low to 
continue," were considerably larger than those of females. 
However, for the other high ranking reasons, percentages 


by sex were somewhat similar. 
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REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY FEMALE U OF A (1) DROPOUTS; 
LISTED IN ORDER OF COMBINED IMPORTANCE 


Reason 


Worry over per- 
sonal problems 


Made the wrong 
program choice 


Lack of interest 
in courses 


Not enough money 
to continue 
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Grades too low 
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Planned to or iid 
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Offered full 
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Figure 4. Percentages of U of A (1) dropouts, 


by sex, who reported high ranking 


reasons of importance in withdrawal. 
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Significant differences between the responses of 
males and females occurred in three instances. Only one 
reason, that of "planned to or did get married" was impor- 
tant to proportionately more women than men as is shown 
in Table 37, and it was not of general concern among women 
as a group. Two high ranking reasons were reported by 
proportionately more males than females. Table 38 indi- 
cates that "grades too low to continue" was one of these, 
and 40.4 per cent of the male respondents considered it a 
factor of major importance, while only 18.9 per cent of 
the females did so. "Lack of interest in courses" differed 
in combined importance between men and women, as 77.3 per 
cent of the men and 50 per cent of the women felt it to be 


a factor influencing withdrawal. 


TABLE 37 


U OF A (1) DROPOUTS! RESPONSES TO "PLANNED TO 
OR DID GET MARRIED," BY SEX 
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TABLE 38 
DIFFERENCES IN U OF A (1) RESPONSES TO HIGH RANKING 


REASONS, BY SEX: IMPORTANT TO PROPORTIONATELY 
MORE MALES THAN FEMALES 


Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Sex Apply Importance Importance Totals 
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Reasons for Withdrawal Given bye On ma Cli Procoute, 
Grouped by Rural-Urban Home Background 


Table 39 summarizes responses from rural dropouts. 
The bop five reasons rated of major importance were: 

(1) "grades too low to continue"; (2) "lack of interest 
in courses"; (3) "made the wrong program choice"; (4) "not 
enough money to continue"; (5) "worry over personal prob- 
lems." Of those reasons reported having some importance, 
Nworry over personal problems" ranked first, followed by 
"lack of interest in courses," "made the wrong program 
enoice, "| “courses too difiicult and) "ct enough money 
to continue" and "was lonely and unhappy" (tied). On the 
basis of combined importance the order of reasons was as 
follows; (ly) “lack of interest in courses"; (2) "grades 
too low to continue"; (3) "worry over personal problems"; 
(4) "made the wrong program choice"; and (5) "not enough 
money to continue." 

Responses from dropouts with urban home backgrounds 
are tabulated in Table 40. Results show that of those 
reasons considered to be of major importance, the top five 
were: (1) “lack of interest in courses"; (2) “grades too 
low to continue"; (3) "made the wrong program choice"; 

(4) “worry over personal problems"; (5) "not enough money 
£0 ¢ontinue." Similar analysis of reasons rated of some 
importance resulted in the following rank order: (a) 
"lack of interest in courses": (2) "worry over personal 


problems"; (3) "made the wrong program choice"; (4) “grades 
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TABLE 39 
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REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY U OF A (1) DROPOUTS FROM 
LISTED IN ORDER OF COMBINED IMPORTANCE 


RURAL HOMES: 


Reason 


Lack of interest 
in courses 


Worry over per- 
sonal problems 


Grades too low 
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program choice 


Not enough money 
to continue 


Other 


Was lonely and 
unhappy 


Courses too 
Correeui.t 


Planned to or did 
get married 


Illness (self) 


Offered full 
time job 


Illness (family) 


Had successfully 
completely 
desired courses 


Asked to leave for 
non-academic 
reasons 


Decided to Complet 
matriculation 


Did Not Was of Some 
Importance 


Apply 

N 
ie 7 
Si) le 
Ox. Looe 5 
Bh eg hee) 
oy) OL 7 
S20 eo 
63 (Osea 
65 76.5 
7h S 7a 
Ged 90.6 
78 91.8 
ae Sad 
81 OL ye 
Sh 98.8 
e 
85 100.0 


N 


1 


18 


= on 


0 


q 
Lee 
eek 
Clee 
pene 


Nay 5 
elves 


faded 
Psikeus 


ge 
ene 


Importance 
N jh 
eG 3d 
0 Poo ryy) 
oye oie 
Pak 2oqe 
Lose eS .6 
D Oe 
5 Sin) 
- Pasa 
LO es 
A Pang 
1 ee 
ue ive 
2 Paes 
vt ie 
O 0.0 


Was of Major 


N 


85 


85 


Totals 


I 


LO0..0 


100.0 


100.0 


I 


IGE 
TABLE 40 


REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY U OF A (1) DROPOUTS FROM 
URBAN HOMES: LISTED IN ORDER OF COMBINED IMPORTANCE 


Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Reason Apply Importance Importance Totals 


N , N I, N % N % 
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Ie) 
too low to continue"; and (5) "was lonely and unhappy." 
On the basis of combined importance, urban dropouts con- 
sidered "lack of interest in courses," as being the most 
important factor in withdrawal. This was followed by 
"worry over personal problems," which ranked second. 
Tee too low to continue" ranked third as did "made the 
wrong choice." Ranking fifth was "not enough money to 
continue.’ 

Figure 5 illustrates that dropouts from rural and 
urban home backgrounds tended to respond to high ranking 
reasons in about the same proportions. 

Although the rank order of reasons varied between 
these two groups of dropouts, the differences in responses 


were not statistically significant at the .05 level. 


Reasons for Withdrawal Given by U of A (1) Dropouts, 
Grouped by the Extent to which Withdrawal was Voluntary 
The distribution of responses from compulsory 
dropouts is presented in Table 41. The reason considered 
to be of major importance by the greatest proportion of 
this group was "grades too low to continue." Among the 
entire group, 92.1 per cefit. rated it so. [he second, 
third, fourth, and fifth ranking reasons were: “lack of 
interest in courses"; "made the wrong program choice"; 
"worry over personal problems"; and "not enough money to 
continue." Among reasons deemed to be of some importance, 
tlack of interest in courses" ranked first, followed by 


"worry over personal problems," "courses too difficult," 
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reported high ranking reasons of 
importance in withdrawal. 
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TABLE &i 


REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY COMPULSORY U OF A (1) DROPOUTS: 
LISTED IN ORDER OF COMBINED IMPORTANCE 
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"made the wrong program choice," and "not enough money to 
continue." On the basis of combined importance, reasons 
ranked as follows: (1) "grades too low to continue"; 
(2) "lack of interest in courses"; (3) "worry over per- 
sohal problems"; (4) "made the wrong program choice"; 
(oi, Yeourses too difficult.” 

Table 42 describes the responses of suggested 
withdrawals. It should be noted that only twenty-two 
individuals fall into this category. The top five reasons 
rated of major importance were: (1) "grades too low to 
continue"; (2) "made the wrong program choice"; (3) and 
(4) “lack of interest in courses" and “worry over per- 
sonal problems" (tied); (5) and (6) "not enough money to 
continue" and "other" (tied). Those reasons considered 
to be of some importance, in rank order were: (1) and 
(2) "worry over personal problems" and "lack of interest 
in courses" (tied); (3) "grades too low to continue"; 

(4) “courses too difficult"; (5) "was lonely and unhappy." 
Ranked on the basis of combined importance the top five 
reasons were: (1) "grades too low to continue"; (2) and 
(3) "lack of interest in courses" and "worry over personal 
problems" (tied); (4) "made the wrong program choice"; and 
(5) “was lonely and unhappy." 

Among voluntary withdrawals, whose responses are 
summarized in Table 43, the rank order of reasons re- 
ported as being of major importance was: (1) "Lack of 


interest.in courses"; (2) "not enough money to continue"; 
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TABLE 42 


REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY SUGGESTED U OF A (1) DROPOUTS: 


LISTED IN ORDER OF COMBINED IMPORTANCE 
ee Oe Pere neat epee es ee 


Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 


Reason Apply Importance Importance Totals 
N I N % N % N % 
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REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY VOLUNTARY U OF A (1) DROPOUTS: 
LISTED IN ORDER OF COMBINED IMPORTANCE 
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(3) "made the wrong program choice"; (4) "planned to or 
did get married"; (5) "worry over personal problems." 
Similar analysis of reasons rated as of some importance 


resulted in the following ranking? “(2)) "worry over 


personal problems"; (2)-‘“lack.of-imterest in courses”: 
(3) "made the wrong program choice"; (4) "other"; 
(5)"was lonely and unhappy." When combined importance 


was taken into consideration, the top five reasons were: 
(1) "lack of interest in courses": (2) and (3) "made the 
wrong program choice" and "worry over personal problems" 
(tied); "not enough money to continue"; and (5) "other." 

Figure 6 shows that when responses of compulsory, 
suggested, and voluntary dropouts were compared, it was 
found that compulsory and suggested withdrawals tended 
to respond to high ranking reasons in similar propor- 
tions, whereas, voluntary dropouts differed somewhat 
from the others. 

Proportions of responses for only three of all 
fifteen listed reasons differed significantly. The two 
of these which were high ranking reasons were "grades 
too low to. continue" and. "other." Table 44 indicates 
that low grades were important to proportionately more 
compulsory and suggested dropouts than voluntary with- 
drawals. The latter group and suggested withdrawals 


reported "other" reasons more often than compulsory 
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by the extent to which 
withdrawal was voluntary, who reported high ranking reasons 


Figure 6, Percentages of U of A (1) dropouts, 
of importance in withdrawal. 
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L235 
dropouts, as is shown in Table 45. Table 46 reveals that sug- 
gested dropouts gave "offered a full time job" as a reason 


for withdrawal more frequently than did the other two groups. 


TABLE 44 


U OF A (1) DROPOUTS! RESPONSES TO "GRADES TOO LOW 
TO CONTINUE," BY THE EXTENT TO WHICH 
WITHDRAWAL WAS VOLUNTARY 


Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 


Type of Apply Importance Importance Totals 
Withdrawal N d, N d, N dh N d, 
Compulsory O Tie 3 709 BND OP ne Cr LOO 
Suggested O Ose) 9 L0.9 a) Dae a LOO nO 
Voluntary 69 67.0 C5 ei 8 VG 02 a0 0 
Totals 69 ARS) By PRS 50 Bieor Loe OO.0 
\*% = 108.86¢ df=4 p= 0,000 
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TABLE 46 
U OF A (1) DROPOUTS' RESPONSES TO "OFFERED A FULL 


TIME JOB," BY THE EXTENT TO WHICH 
WITHDRAWAL WAS VOLUNTARY 


Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 


a Galea i Apply Importance Importance Totals 
1tndrawa N o, N d, N d, N d, 
Compulsory 36 Ole 7 O CAO 2 5,3 38 100.0 
Suggested ue HESE Di eae QO O50 CEO SC 
Voluntary 92 90.2 7 (6.9 3 pe O22 0,0 
Totals 145 89.5 ne fos > Bole he) SL OOnO 
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REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY U OF A (2) DROPOUTS 


Table 47 indicates that the reason deemed to be of 
major importance to the greatest proportion of U of A (2} 
dropouts was "not enough money to continue.” Other factors 


which were reported to be of major importance were, in 


order of proportion: "had successfully completed desired 
eourses"”= "planned to or did get married”; “otfered a full 
time joo". "lack of interest in courses. ~Of those reasons 


judged to be of some importance, "not enough money to con- 
tinue" ranked first. This was’ followed by “had success- 
fally. completed desired courses," "offered a full time job,” 
Nother," and "lack of interest in courses." Reasons which 


were described as "other" largely involved commitment to 
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TABLE 47 


REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY U OF A (2) DROPOUTS: 
LISTED IN ORDER OF COMBINED IMPORTANCE 


Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Reason Apply Importance Importance Totals 
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school boards in the form of bursaries, sabbatical leave, 
and leave of absence. On the basis of combined importance, 
the rank order of main reasons was: (1) "not enough money 
to continue"; (2) "had successfully completed desired 
courses"; (3) “offered a full time job"; (4) "planned to 


Or dideget married"; and (5) "Lack sof interest in courses." 


Reasons for Withdrawal Given by U of A (2) Dropouts, 
Grouped by Sex 


Table 48 summarizes the responses given by male drop- 
outs. Due to the small numbers included in the categories 
of major importance and of some importance, rank orders in 
each have little meaning. In terms of combined importance 
reasons ranked as follows: (1) "not enough money to con- 
tinue"; (2) "had successfully completed desired courses"; 
(3) and (4) "made the wrong program choice" and "lack of 
interest in courses" (tied); and (5) “offered a full 
time job." 

The distribution for female dropouts is shown in 
Table 49. Among reasons rated of major importance the 
top five were: (1) "not enough money to continue"; (2) 
"had successfully completed desired courses"; (3) "planned 
to or did get married"; (4) "offered a full time job"; 

(5) “lack of interest in courses." Similar ranking of 
reasons considered to be of some importance resulted in 
the following order: (1) "not enough money to continue"; 


(2) "had successfully completed desired courses"; 
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TABLE 48 


REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY MALE U OF A (2) DROPOUTS: 
LISTED IN ORDER OF COMBINED IMPORTANCE 


Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Reason Apply Importance Importance Totals 


No se oN 6) NN oe NG 
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TABLE 49 


REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY FEMALE U OF A (2) DROPOUTS: 
LISTED IN ORDER OF COMBINED IMPORTANCE 


Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Reason Apply Importance Importance Totals 


N I, N I, N I, N I 
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(3) "offered a full time job"; (4) "other": (5) "worry 
over personal problems." In terms of combined importance 
"not enough money to continue" ranked first. This was 
followed by "had successfully completed desired courses," 
“offered a full time job," "planned to or did get 
married’ * and “other.” 

In comparing responses of males and females it 
was found that there was considerable variation in pro- 
portions of each sex reporting high ranking reasons for 
withdrawal, as is shown graphically in Figure 7. 

Responses to two of the fifteen listed reasons, 
both in the top five, differed significantly between men 
and women. Table 50 reveals that men tended to consider 
"worry over personal problems" and "made the wrong program 
choice” important factors in withdrawal more frequently 


than did women. 


Reasons for Withdrawal Given by U of A (2) Dropouts, 
Grouped by Rural-Urban Home Background 


Responses from U of A (2) dropouts from rural home 
backgrounds are shown in Table 51. Of those reasons rated 
of major importance in withdrawal, the top five in rank 
order were: (1) "not enough money to continue"; (2) "had 
successfully completed desired courses"; (3) "planned to 
or did get married"; (4) "offered a full time job"; (5) 
Nother." The last two were reported by only nine and 


four people, respectively. The first and second ranking 
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ranking reasons of importance in withdrawal. 
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TABLE 50 
DISTRIBUTIONS OF U OF A (2) DROPOUTS! RESPONSES 
TO HIGH RANKING REASONS, BY SEX 


Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
sex Apply Importance Importance Totals 
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TABLE 51 


REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY U OF A (2) DROPOUTS FROM 
RURAL HOMES: LISTED IN ORDER OF COMBINED IMPORTANCE 


Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Reason Apply Importance Importance Totals 
N I N 4% rn % 
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reasons rated as being of some importance were the same 

as those described in the preceding category. Ranking 
third was “offered a.full. time. job. The reasons rank- 
ing fourth and fifth were "lack of interest in courses" 
and "worry over personal problems" (tied). On the basis 
of combined importance, reasons ranked as follows: (1) 
"not enough money to continue"; (2) "had successfully 
completed desired courses"; (3) “offered a full time HOD 
Vijeuplanned 10 ori did getymarried."<4(5) and Go) “lack 
of interest in courses" and “other" (tied). 

Table 52 gives the distribution of responses from 
dropouts from urban homes. Rated of major importance 
were: (1) "not enough money to continue"; (2) "offered 
aofull time job"; (3) and (4) "lack of interest in 
courses" and "planned to or did get married" (tied): 

(5) "made the wrong program choice." First among reasons 
rated of some importance was "other." Reasons ranking 
second and third were "not enough money to continue" and 
thad successfully completed desired courses" (tied). 
Fourth and fifth were "offered a full time job" and "lack 
efpinterest in courses."2 On the basis of combined 
importance the top five reasons were: (1) "not enough 
money to continue"; (2) “offered a full time job"; (3) 
and (4) "had successfully completed desired courses" and 
Nother" (tied); (5) "lack of interest in courses." 


Figure 8 shows that proportions of rural dropouts 
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REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY U OF A (2) DROPOUTS FROM 


URBAN HOMES: LISTED IN ORDER OF COMBINED IMPORTANCE 


Reason 


Not enough money 
to continue 


Offered a full 
time job 


Had successfully 
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Figure S, Percentages of U of A (2) dropouts, by 


rural-urban home background, who 
reported high ranking reasons of 


importance in withdrawal. 
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who gave high ranking reasons differed somewhat from those 
from urban homes, even in respect to the reason "not 
enough money to continue," which was ranked first by both 
Proups « 

Dropouts from rural and urban home backgrounds 
ditfepedtstenificantly in their nésponses toathressof the 
fifteen listed reasons, powoe tof whieh were in the top five. 
Table 53 reveals that "had successfully completed desired 
courses" applied more to students from rural homes than 
those from urban areas. The reason "other," had import- 
ance for proportionately more urban that rural dropouts. 
Table 54 indicates that, although "made the wrong program 
choice" was not a reason considered important by the 
majority of either group, it did tend to apply more to 


urban dropouts than to those from rural homes. 


Reasons for Withdrawal Given by U of A (2) Dropouts. by 


the Extent to which Withdrawal was Voluntary 
A description of data in these terms was not in- 
eluded as, according to Table l/, page 74, all but two 
dropouts were voluntary. The distribution would be 


almost the same as that for the total group. 


Reasons for Withdrawal Given by U of A (2) Dropouts, 


Grouped by Marital Status 


A total of 81 dropouts in this group were single and 


29 indicated that they were married (Table 3, page 4). 
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TABLE 53 


DISTRIBUTION OF U OF A (2) DROPOUTS' RESPONSES 
TO HIGH RANKING REASONS, BY RURAL-URBAN 
HOME BACKGROUND 


Home Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Background Apply Importance Importance Totals 
N % N p N o N p 
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TABLE 54 


U OF A (2) DROPOUTS’ RESPONSES TO 
"MADE THE WRONG PROGRAM CHOICE," 
BY RURAL-URBAN HOME BACKGROUND 


Home Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Background Apply Importance Importance Totals 


N I, N q, N % N % 
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In analyzing the reasons by marital status, the responses 
of those who stated that they were separated, divorced, 
or widowed (three people) were included in the married 
group. 

Table 55 summarizes the responses from single drop- 
outs and reveals that five reasons most frequently con- 
sidered to be of major importance were: (1) "not enough 
money to continue"; (2) "planned to or did get married"; 
(3) "had successfully completed desired courses"; 

(4) “lack of interest in courses"; (5) "offered a full 
time job." Similar analysis of reasons judged to be of 
some importance in influencing withdrawal were: (1) 

"not enough money to continue"; (2) "had successfully 
completed desired courses"; (3) "offered a full time job"; 
(4) "other"; (5) “lack of interest in courses." In terms 
of combined importance the top five reasons were: (1) 

Mot enough money to continue"; (2) "had successfully com- 
pleted desired courses"; (3) and (4) "offered a full time 
joblsvand “planned 6 or®did get married" (tied); 9(5))\"lack 
of interest in courses." 

Information from married dropouts, shown in Table 
56 indicates that those reasons having major importance 
were: (1) "not enough money to continue"; (2) "offered 
a full time job"; (3) "had successfully completed 
desired courses"; (4) and (5) "planned to or did get mar- 
ried" and "other" (tied). The last two were each rated 


important by only two people. The rank order of reasons 
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TABLE 55 


REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY SINGLE U OF A (2) DROPOUTS: 
LISTED IN ORDER OF COMBINED IMPORTANCE 


Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Reason Apply Importance Importance Totals 


N qs N q N % N % 


Not enough money 


to continue BO: 32.0% 26 36 -- ar eese el, 200.0 
Had successfully 

completed 

desired courses 1,0 49k 23. 2Onk MS s22.2 8. LO0f0 
Planned tehor did 

get married bie 6577 TL 8265 920 27 Si. “10080 
Offered a full 

time job oy 66.7 Cee ie D 62" 161" 106.0 
Lack of interest 

in courses OS) 67a9 ome loa. GO 22.o) esi. 20050 
Other 58 ee ZO eee 3 Bin? ao a LOD 20 
Made the wrong 

program choice bi 7920! ie Ss bee Gn sols OOO 
Worry over per- 

sonal problems 6h 79°30 ape rile es: 3 De] aL ROG 
Was lonely and 

unhappy o> 6092 9D) hime 2 $225 62% 100.0 
Grades too low 

to continue 76 93.8 2 25 3 317 82 100.0 
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TABLE 56 


REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY MARRIED U OF A (2) DROPOUTS: 
LISTED IN ORDER OF COMBINED IMPORTANCE 


Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Reason Apply Importance Importance Totals 
N I N I N I N % 
Not enough money 
to continue oy 28.0 OLEho> Ply bole e oe LOCO 


Had successiully 
completed 
desired courses fa Sree OSS ee LG Senge 32 - LOO Ce 


Orrered a full 
time job 5 L6.9 Sy ils ao ee ih 6) Syeeloo.O 


Other 26 Sin 3 te rope B 6.2 2. eri 00. 0 


Planned to or-did 
get married fad) Shek 3 9.4 2 eae a LOO 


Worry over per- 
sonal problems 29 19026 : 9.4 Or Bee40 sPciorlO0.0 


Illness (family) 30 93.8 ib Sra ih ol bee 100.0 


Lack of interest 
in courses 30 93.8 2 oe O O.0 32 100.0 


Made the wrong 
program choice 31 = 96.9 Oa 136.6 We eesiel 45 ee!00,0 


Tllness (self) sah 96.9 QO O20 1 geal 32. 2100.90 


Grades too low 
to continue 3 OOO O Oso Q Sieh Cie SMeler Ze) 


Was lonely and 
unhappy jie ee O 0.0 QO Siok TATOO 0 
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dt end. tt a2 = LOO. GC O Oe0 O oie Bie RO) 


Asked to leave for 


non-academic 
reasons 32 100,06 O (Cee O Chel 42>. LOO FO 
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matriculation bi 2 a0050 Cee Ok 27 a0 
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reported to be of some importance was: (1) "had success- 
fully completed desired courses"; (2) "not enough money 
to continue"; (3) “offered a full time job": (4) "other". 


(5) and (6) "planned to or did get married" and "worry 
over personal problems™ (tiedjm Relativelyitew people 
(three in each case) rated the last two reasons of some 
importance. On the basis of combined importance the 
reason most frequently reported as a factor in with- 
drawal was "not enough money to continue." This was 
followed by "had successfully completed desired courses, " 
NOorierca eriiull time gob, “other,” “and “planned to: or 
did get married." 

Figure 9 illustrates that, although the first 
three reasons given by each group were the same, propor- 
tions of responses varied considerably between single 
and married dropouts. 

Differences in responses given by single and 
married students were statistically significant in only 
two instances. Table 57 indicates that the reason 
“offered a full time job" was considered an important 
factor by proportionately more married than single 
dropouts and it tended to be of major importance. Table 
58 reveals that "made the wrong program choice," not a 
high ranking reason, did not apply to any married drop- 
outs, while 21.0 per cent of the single respondents 


considered it a factor in withdrawal. 
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Figure 9. Percentages of U of A (2) dropouts, by 


marital status, who reported high 


ranking reasons of importance in 


withdrawal. 
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TABLE 57 


U OF A (2) DROPOUTS' RESPONSES TO "OFFERED A FULL 
TIME JOB," BY MARITAL STATUS 


ne a ee SSS Saas 


Marital Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Status Apply Importance Importance Totals 


N tf, N %, N q N I 


Single Sle 04:7 Oy Rie 5 6a, BL. 20030 

Married i eel ote 3 5 eee) LOR eS 29 100.0 

Divorced ERP AKSIO IS) O OIG) O Oe) I L007 0 

Widowed O 0.0 0 O10 2 10050 2 UA OOSO 

Totals 69 ea yall 27 23 SOI e| 7 Se ESP EEROO 20 
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X = 25.545 df=6 p = 0,000 


TABLE 58 


U OF A (2) DROPOUTS' RESPONSES TO "MADE THE WRONG 
PROGRAM CHOICE," BY MARITAL STATUS 


Marital Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Status Apply Importance Importance Totals 


N I, N I N % N Io 
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REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY NAIT DROPOUTS 


Datea-in-Table59 indicate that the rank ordér_of 
the first five reasons reported as being of major impor- 
tance was: (1) "made the wrong program choice"; (2) 
"lack of interest in courses"; (3) "worry over personal 
problems"; (4) "grades too lowto continue"; (5) "not 
enough money to continue." Similar ranking of reasons 


deemed to be of some importance resulted in the follow- 


ing order: (1) "lack of interest in courses": (2) "worry 
over personal problems"; (3) "made the wrong program 
encice (il courses too difficult”; (5) and 16) “erades 


too low to continue" and "not enough money to continue" 
(tied). When the degrees of importance were combined, 
the rank order of reasons was the same as for those re- 


ported as being of major importance. 


Reasons for Withdrawal Given by NAIT Dropouts, 
Grouped by Sex 


Responses of males are presented in Table 60. Of 
major importance to the greatest proportion of men were 
the following reasons: (1)"made the wrong program choice"; 
[2y Ulackeot tuterest in courses"; (3) and (4) “worry 
over personal problems" and "grades too low to continue" 
(tied); (5) "not enough money to continue." The top five 


reasons rated of some importance were: 
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TABLE 59 


REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY NAIT DROPOUTS: 


LISTED IN ORDER OF COMBINED IMPORTANCE 


eee 
OO TFTEFTEFHTHEHTHE QL 


Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Reason Apply Importance Importance Totals 


N Ty N & N hb N % 


Made the wrong 
PLozvanoechorce Oe 3h 26 2869 33.5 365790 910080 
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in courses s3 2602 22° Boe 26. 028.6 91 10080 
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TABLE 60 


THDRAWAL GIVEN BY MALE NAIT DROPOUTS: 
IN ORDER OF COMBINED IMPORTANCE 


Reason 


back OL Interest 
im courses 


Made the wrong 
program choice 


Worry over per- 
sonal problems 


Grades too low 
GO Continue 


Not enough money 
to continue 


Courses too 
Gch ae eu ty 


Was lonely and 
unhappy 


Other 


Offered a full 
time job 


Planned to or did 
get married 
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Asked to leave for 
non-academic 
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Tianessi( self) 
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completed 
desired courses 


Decided to complete 
matriculation 


Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 


Apply Importance Importance Totals 
N ty N I N q, N % 
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(1) and (2) "worry over personal problems" and "lack of 
interest in courses" (tied); (3) "made the wrong program 
choice"; (4) "not enough money to continue": (5) "courses 
too difficult." According to combined importance. reasons 
rated by males were as follows: (1) "lack of interest in 
courses"; (2) "made the wrong program choice"; (3) "worry 
ever personal problems"; (1) “grades too low to continue’: 
and (5) "not enough money to continue." 

Table 61 gives the importance of reasons for 
withdrawal as rated by women. Rank order of reasons accord- 
ing to those thought to be of major importance and of some 
importance is of little consequence because of the small 
number of respondents. In terms of combined importance 
the top five reasons were: (1) "made the wrong program 
choice" (2) “lack of interest in courses": (3) »ceurses 
boo Gitficulo"* {4} and (5) “grades too low to continue” 
and “worry over personal problems" (tied). It should be 
noted that only 14 of the 91 NAIT dropouts were women 
and Gaution must be-used in drawing any conclusions from 
so few respondents. 

Males and females tended to respond to high ranking 
reasons in the same proportions except for "made the wrong 
program choice” and "courses too difficult," as is illus- 
trated in Figure 10. 

The differences between proportions of responses of 


males and females were statistically significant for only 


to ost" bas Yemstd 

METRZONG anotw ond sk amt { 

esemroo" (@) +"oumtanod od yer 

2toesst sonssroqms bef. st al * stoke ood 

at destednt to Hosl™ (L) :awo Lo es stew eolsm yd beds1 

yirow” (€) ;"sotors mBTgotg yAoTW edd eben" (8) Bait ha a 

;Nountsnoa ot wol ood eobsig” (A) ;"ameldoiq Iemoateq tevO 
" suaicgnos of yenom davone gon" begat = 


tot emoess1 to sonsoTogme eig esvig Lo eidsT i - 
~bioo98 anoaset to yebio AnsH .oemow yd bsist 26 Lewarbrid tw 
emoe to bas eonsdrogm: r0otsm t6 ed oF triguods seo o¢ gat 
{[fsme sit to seuvsosd sonesupsencs eltxil to et sonssoqmt 
sonsdioqmi benidmeo to emted al .esdnebnoqest ‘to eB et _ 
MAL_O% HBlotw of sham ([) ;erew enoessi evit got edd 


rie 


esemoo (€) :;"esetvoo mi testedmi to xosi" (§) Mig ca 4 
ey | 


Noynitnos ot wol cot eebetg” (2) bas (4) "4 lyobTRED oog | 
sd bluore tI . (bert) "emeldorg isnoeteq reve yrtowt ‘bas 
msniow srsw etuogotb TIAU £@ sic to Al yino tedd beton 
rte © ho 5 


moxt emotevfomoo yas gaia At beeu sd tepm notduss bas a 
VT 4: era 


_ednebmeqest wet o 
i *9 
anions: dgid ot bnoges1 od bebmed eoismel bas serach Ts 
> we 
gnoiw edd sbsm™ 10% tqs0xe” enoisyoqorq smse ode mice ot : 
~ ir) @= aE 
-eylli ei es ",tluobttEb ood eaetwoo" bas vse ane 
} tS ais 
OL — a %: if: 
(30 esenoqest to enolay eeons rat 7 
q ogorg rio my rig Ue co 
yino tot tnsottingie yiisotde: ne bas ; eolsm 


TABLE 61 


REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY FEMALE NAIT DROPOUTS: 
LISTED IN ORDER OF COMBINED IMPORTANCE 


Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Reason Apply Importance Importance Totals 
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Figure 10. Percentages of NAIT dropouts, by sex, 


who reported high ranking reasons of 


importance in withdrawal. 
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two of the fifteen listed reasons, neither of which was 
among the top five. Results tabulated in Table 62 indi- 
cate that about the same proportion of both sexes reported 
that "was lonely and unhappy" was important in some Sense, 
but the difference was in degree. When this reason was a 
factor in female withdrawal, it was of major importance, 
whereas, in the case of males it tended to be of some 
importance. "Planned to or did get married was “mpor-= 
tant to a greater percentage of females than males, as 
is..shownin.Table—63.0f.the- females,—35+7-per-cent 
indicated that it was a factor which influenced withdrawal, 


while only 10.4 per cent of the males reported it so. 


Reasons for Withdrawal Given by NAIT Dropouts, Grouped 
by Rural-Urban Home Background 


Responses from dropouts with a rural home back- 
ground are tabulated in Table 64. The rank order of the 
top five reasons reported to be of major importance was: 
(1) "lack of interest in courses"; (2) "made the wrong 
program choice"; (3) "grades too low to continue"; (4) 
"worry over personal problems"; (5) "not enough money to 
continue." Similar analysis of reasons considered to be 


of some importance resulted in the following rank order: 


(1) "worry over personal problems"; (2) "grades too low 
to continue"; (3) "made the wrong program choice"; a) 
"not enough money to continue"; (5) "lack of interest in 


courses. On the basis of combined importance the same 


fel ah 


=tbhnit So sldsT nat bessludss ediusel Levit qos at pote Ne 
bedioget esxee diéod 40 moidtoqorq emse ‘eg tyods sedt esse 
sense smoe ni gnsstrogmi esw "yqqstius bes ylemol esw” gadd 


s esw foeser eing metW  .estg6b at esw sonetetiib edd dud 


.oonedrogmi tots to esw di ,Lewseibdtiw olsmet mi tosost 


emoe to sd ot bebned gi sacl to seso oft ai ,esstedw 
-~rogmi esw “betvysm ges BEb to of benasi{" .esnsstogmt 
es ,esism asit eelems? to sgsdmso1eq tetseTa 8 of asd 


treo teq V.ce ,eelemet sd¢ 30 .€0 sldsT at mwode et 


fswerbdtiw bsoneusltni dotdw tofost s asw ti tedd bedsokbat 


oe ti betsroqe: selsm sd¢ to gnso 19q 4.0L yfno elidw 


_ stosd smom Iexux s dttw edyoqoib mori esenoqgeeh 

sit to tebi0o snast eAT 8d sidsT ai betsiudsd sts bayorg 

:esw somsdiogqmt robsm to ed o¢ bsdtoqe:r enceset evi qos 
gno1w oft obsm" (S) ;"esenvoo ai teotetnt to Aosi" (L) 
(A) ;"suntgnoo o¢ wol ood esbsrg" (€) :"sokodo ms1g071q 


‘od yonom fsvons ton" (@) :"emeido1g Isnoetsq revo yrtow" 


ed ot bersbtenoo enoeset to eteyisas tslimi® “.euntsnos 


:19b10 Wnst gniwolfot eft nt bediveet eonsidtoqmt emoe to 
wol ood gobsig" (S) ;Memeldorq Lenoeteq tevo yr10W" (£) 
(A) pMeotoro mergotq gnotw eit sbsm" (€) Meustsneo of 
mi testegni to wosi" (e) yMeuntsnoo oc ystom dagone soa" 
emse sit sonstrogmt bentdnes to efasd siz ng *. 


ni a ane oh eee ' : J at OF a 


esw dotdw ‘to tedster ,SMOERST ern mesttit edd to aun 


= 


45 


dh i 


TABLE 62 


NAIT DROPOUTS! RESPONSES TO "WAS 
LONELY AND UNHAPPY," BY SEX 


Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 


Sex Apply Importance Importance Totals 
N % N I N % N I 
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TABLE 63 


NAIT DROPOUTS! RESPONSES TO "PLANNED TO OR 
DID GET MARRIED," BY SEX 
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TABLE 64 


REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY NAIT DROPOUTS FROM RURAL HOMES: 
LISTED IN ORDER OF COMBINED IMPORTANCE 


Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Reason Apply Importance Importance Totals 
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reasons appear among the top five, however, the rank 


order differs: (1) "made the wrong program choice"; 
(2) "lack of interest in courses"; (3) "worry over 
personal problems"; (4) "grades too low to continue"; 


(5) "not enough money to continue." 

Table 65 summarizes results from urban dropouts. 
Reasons of major importance ranked in the same order 
as those of combined importance for rural dropouts, how- 
ever the reason "was lonely and unhappy" also ranked 


fifth. Rated as being of some importance were: (1) “lack 


offinterest in courses"; (2) "courses too difficult": 
(3) "made the wrong program choice"; (4) "worry over 
personal problems"; (5) "not enough money to continue." 


When considered in light of combined importance "made 
the wrong program choice" ranked first. This was fol- 
lowed by “lack of interest in courses," "worry over 
personal problems," "courses too difficult," and "not 
enough money to continue." The latter reason was tied 
with "grades too low to continue.” 

Figure 11 shows that proportions of responses from 
dropouts from rural and urban homes did not differ to any 
great extent, except for the reason "courses too difficult" 
which was important mainly to urban dropouts. 

Although the rank order of reasons varied between 


these two groups, the responses did not differ signifi- 


Cantlivy as the .05 level. 
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TABLE 65 


REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY NAIT DROPOUTS FROM URBAN HOMES: 
LISTED IN ORDER OF COMBINED IMPORTANCE 
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Figure 11. 
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Reasons for Withdrawal Given by NAT Dropouts, Grouped 
by the Extent to which Withdrawal was Voluntary 


Because relatively few respondents were compulsory 
and suggested withdrawals, the only meaningful ranking of 
Yeasons 1S that based on combined importance. Table 66 
reveals that within the group of 16 students who were 
asked to leave NAIT, the reason "grades too low to con- 
tinue" was considered a determining factor by 14 of them 
(87.5 per cent). Twelve (75.0 per cent) reported that 
Diack On inverest in Courses" was wimportant, and, nine 
(56.3 per cent) indicated that "made the wrong program 
choice" influenced withdrawal. Importance was attached 
Uo-~each of "worry over personal problems" and "not enough 
money to continue" by seven (43.8 per cent) of the com- 
pulsory withdrawals. 

Table 67 summarizes data from students to whom 
withdrawal was suggested. Only twelve people fell into 
this category. The reason considered by the greatest 


proportion (83.3 per cent) to be important in discontin- 


° . 1A C 
uance was “lack of interest in courses. This was 
followed, in order of proportion, by: “grades, Goo low 
to continue"; "made the wrong program choice"; "was 


lonely and unhappy"; and "worry over personal problems.” 
Each of the last two reasons was considered important by 
50.0 per cent of these dropouts. 


Voluntary withdrawals comprised 69.2 per cent of 
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TABLE 66 


REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY COMPULSORY NAIT DROPOUTS: 
LISTED IN ORDER OF COMBINED IMPORTANCE 


| Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Reason Apply Importance Importance Totals 
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ROASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY SUGGESTED NAIT DROPOUTS: 


LISTED IN ORDER OF COMBINED IMPORTANCE 
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all NAIT dropouts (Table 17, page 74). Table 68 reveals 
that of those reasons rated "of major importance," that 
of "made the wrong program choice" ranked first. This 
was followed by "lack of interest in courses," "worry 
over personal problems,". "not, enough money ta continue ,} 
Molarned to or did get married" and “offered a full time 
job" (tied). Similar description of reasons rated "of 
some importance" shows that the order of reasons was: 


(1) “and (2) “worry over personal problems" and "lack of 


interest in courses" (tied); (3) "made the wrong program 
chores 0) “not enough money toe continwe": sand (4) 
"courses Coo difficult." According to combined importance, 


"made the wrong program choice" influenced withdrawals 
more than any other factor. Other reasons deemed to be 
important were “lack of interest in courses," "worry 
over personal problems," "not enough money to continue,” 
and "courses too difficult." 

Examination of Figure 12 reveals considerable 
Variety 10 proportions Of each of Che tnree groups 
giving reasons of importance in withdrawal, particularly 
for "grades too low to continue," and "was lonely and 
unhappy." 

Significant differences among responses of the 
three groups of NAIT dropouts occurred in two instances. 
Table 69 discloses that the extent to which low grades 
influenced withdrawal was considerably less among 


voluntary dropouts than it was among the others. 
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REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL GIVEN BY VOLUNTARY NAIT DROPOUTS: 
LISTED IN ORDER OF COMBINED IMPORTANCE 


Did Not Was of Some 


Reason 


N 


Made the wrong 
program choice ol 


Lack .of1 imterest 
in courses Zh 


Worry-overper-— 
sonal problems 32 


Not enough money 
to continue 38 


Courses too 
Cishi ate aL 2 


Grades too Low 
to continue 18 


Was lonely and 
unhappy ul 


Planned to Or did 
get married SD) 


Offered a full 


time job oye) 
Other 6) 
Illness (self) 56 


Illness (family) 58 


Had successfully 
completed 
desired courses 60 


Asked to leave for 
non-academic 
reasons 61 


Decided to complete 
matriculation 62 


Apply 
% 


Ses, 
ie 
Die 
60.3 
66 .7/ 
Oe 
81.0 
84.2 


87. 
S73 
883 
92. 


DY “ey Sow 


99-0 


98.4 


98.4 


Importance 
Nf 
18 28.0 
LO ee 
1? 20 ee 
AN ese 
TOL 2 be 
13? A2066 
Te ea 
ee hers 
eT Be 
OS 
e Se 
2, ss 
Zoe 
Oo 10),0 
Oi 0 eU 


Was of Major 
Importance Totals 


N 


ah 


WN 


i 


al 


I 


oan 


a7 


uy 


WN 


wy) 


N 


63 


63 


63 


I 


LOO; 


100. 


Toy 


LOND 


100. 


Oe" 


LOD 


100; 


100. 


LOO. 


100; 


MOI: 


eG avo3) 100% 


61 


Be {@) er KS 


Owe LOORe 


¥ 

0.00! 

O,00L €3° O.XS 
0.60 EQ ¥ Of 
O00 £8 » HSE 
G,00L Fo -e.Y 

GsG0L FS “ous 

O.00L' fa 2.7 

Q.00f £& 2.2 

O@,00£ £8 2,¢ 

O.001 €o “S.€ 

G.00L Fo. e.% 

©.00£ f  S.€ 

0.001 fd a.L 


at 


co 


fu 


oe] 


re 


Ch 
CJ 


vs esewoo mi = 
Se 
cf aaatdome tee 
t Cheaper ; 
yonom dayone 3 
Bf out ot 


ry sae adenine 
< us i i, 
LAME tel oe ' 


ae : 


7 a) 


162 


OR OOOO eee 
SESSA 


\7| Addeyun 
es ae ard 
AN 


suggested 


XX XK XX KK 
SXKKXKKE) aoe 
ROGGE eu s 
COCO OOOO es 
WRENN VES S 
OOOO ee 
OE a. 
353 t 3 ace a 
RR ON SST A SEN 


Z compulsory & 
Ka voluntary 


30 
205 = 
10 
0 


tary, who reporte 


Of NALT dEopouUts, by The “extent to 


n Wn 
Oo CG 
= © 
cop) 
ao 
Oo oO 
Bu 
oO 
uu «60 
wo, S 
Oeil 
oo Wp 
Gy) Sel SI 
yp 8B % 
G u 
ORS 
©) Sy ce) 
woe =O 
@) 7G ee 
a = 
N 
oH 
i) 
u 
‘D) 
jel) 
od 
jem 


_ 
i 


J 
oF. + 


- ay es 


a Oe Wg Sey 


aba k: 
Fig 4 


a. angm | a 


oe 2: PL LL ELA LG EL LOM BHI ae 


wel PEALE LE PLDI LLL 5 ig 
| 4 Jest9IHi 


7 POI 
KQQOQOQRPDDDXX 
aes - ae pan 


he 
_—. 


i... 


dl 


=; A te 


Jiw 
dns 


wl rfl } gu re) XW 
MBIZOT 


a. @ ay 


DORK KERR 
VAS LTE 
KKKXK KK 
LIEMLSLL EA 
CEEOL EE 
TZ. 
SE cation 
a | ZILLAL 


XXX KKK 


a 


dguons jon 
ysnom 


st 


at 
Se 


yax1o0w 


as 2 


yisinulov 


beszeqes ow .yistautlov esw Ia 


swexbitiw ni sonsd1oqmt 20 enoeeat gni> 


04 Snedx9 543 yd ,etvogorb TIAM 2 
c 2) . ™ 


bsteesgue (] vtoa fuqmos \Y 


25a 1UC02 ; | Poe 
$tuntiitb 


163 
Table 70 shows that the reason "asked to leave for 
non-academic reasons" was, as would be expected, of 
major importance mainly to compulsory and suggested 


Withdrawals. 


REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL WHICH DIFFERED 
IN IMPORTANCE AMONG U OF A (1), 
U OF A (2), AND NAIT 


Reasons Among the Top Five Reported by Groups 


An examination of the high ranking reasons reported 
by each group revealed that a total of eight different 
reasons were involved. They were, irrespective of rank 
order: “tack of interest in courses": “grades Goo low to 
concinue": “worry Cver personal problems”; “made the 
wrong program choice"; "had successfully completed de- 
sired courses"; "planned to or did get married." 

The differences among proportions of the three 
BProups reporting these reasons were svatistically sig- 
nificant in all cases. Results in Table 71 reveal that 
the reasons which tended to be important for a greater 


percentage of U of A (1) and NAIT dropouts than those 


in U of A (2) were as follows; “lack vor Gnterest in 
courses": "grades too low to continue"; "worry over 
personal problems"; "made the wrong program choice." 


Table 72 indicates that reasons important to propor- 
tionately more U of A (2) withdrawals were: "not 


enough money to continue"; "had successfully completed 
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TABLE 69 


NATIT DROPOUTS RESPONSES TO "GRADES TOO LOW 
TO-CONTINUE,S® BY THE EXTENT TO WHICH 
WITHDRAWAL WAS VOLUNTARY 


Type of Dad “Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Withdrawal Apply Importance Importance Totals 
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TABLE 70 


NAIT DROPOUTS! RESPONSES TO "WAS ASKED TO WITHDRAW 
FOR NON-ACADEMIC REASONS," BY THE EXTENT 
TO WHICH WITHDRAWAL WAS VOLUNTARY 
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TABLE 71 
RESPONSES OF DROPOUTS TO HIGH RANKING REASONS, BY 
GROUP: IMPORTANT TO PROPORTIONATELY MORE 
U OF A (1) AND NAIT, THAN U OF A (2) 
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Group Apply Importance Importance Totals 
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TABLE 72 


RESPONSES OF DROPOUTS TO HIGH RANKING REASONS, BY 


GROUP: 
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desired courses"; "offered a full time job"; "planned to 


or did get-marrived.® 


Reasons not Among the Top Five Reported by Groups 


Four low ranking reasons showed significant differ- 


ences in responses. These were: "asked to leave for non- 
academic reasons"; "was lonely and unhappy"; "other": 
"illness (self)." Table 73 reveals that few respondents of 


any group considered these reasons important, but those who 


did so rated them in varying degrees of importance. 


DROPOUTS! PLANS TO CONTINUE WITH 
POST-SECONDARY EDUCATION 


Respondents were asked to state their plans for 
future post-secondary education. The responses are tabu- 
lated in Table #4. “Of the 306 dropouts, 3359 per cent 
indicated that«they intended to return to school on a full 
time basis next year. Plans to return sometime in the 
future were expressed by 17.5 per cent of the respondents 
and part time continuation was projected by 20:5 per cent. 
This suggests that 71.9 per cent of all withdrawals felt 
they had not terminated their formal education. By group, 
(mor No rr uaa the ereatess, proporvion,o! dropouvss eo 
per cent) stating that they planned to return next year, 

U of A (2) the largest percentage (41.6 per cent) favoring 
part time continuation, and NAIT the greatest Groportion 


(26.3 per cent) having no plans to continue. 
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The cheek list sent to U of A (2) dropouts indi- 


cated that approximately 70 per cent of the respondents 


planned, at time of enrollment, to complete the B.Ed. 


degree eventually, but not«in four continuous years; and 


another 20 per cent were undecided. 


DROPOUTS! 


Plans 0 
Continue Studies 


Full time next 
year 


Full time in the 
future 


Part time 
No plans 
Undecided 


Other 


Totals 
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SUMMARY 


The summary of data in Chapter V is confined to a 
review of the results of analyses of reasons in terms of com- 


bined importance, and deals with high ranking reasons only. 


Reasons for Withdrawal Given by All Dropouts 


The majority of all dropouts withdrew voluntarily 
and U of A (2) had the largest proportion of these, by group. 


The five most important reasons for withdrawal were: 


i, "lack of interest in courses”: 
e. "not enough money to continue"; 
5 "made the wrong program choice": 
4. “worry over personal problems": 
5e “erades too low to continue.” 


Grouped *byesex? “When “grouped by sex} =the ttoparive 
reasons reported by males were the same as those for the 
total group; however, the rank order varied somewhat. 
Females, on the other hand, indicated that "had success- 
fully completed desired courses," and "planned to or did 
get married" were important reasons, whereas, "grades too 
low to continue" and “worry over personal problems" were 
not among the top five. Reasons which were important for 
a significantly greater proportion of males than females 
were: “lack of interest in courses"; "made the wrong pro- 
gramechoice": "gradés “too low to continue": worry over 


personal problems." More important to females were 
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"had successfully completed desired courses" and "planned 
t6 or didweetamarried." 

Grouped by rural-urban home background. The top 
five reasons for both rural and urban dropouts were the 
same as those .of (bhevtotal proups,«<withavariation in rank 
order. Significant differences between responses of the 
two groups oecurred in relation.to “worry.over personal 
problens™ and, "lack of interest in.counsesa" both of which 
were important to a greater percentage of urban than rural 
dropouts. 

Grouped by the extent to which withdrawal was 
voluntary. It was found that the five most important reasons 
for compulsory dropouts were the same as those of the total 
group, although they ranked differently. Among suggested 
withdrawals "not enough money to continue" was not among the 
top five but "lonely and unhappy" was. Among the high rank- 
ing reasons for the voluntary group was "other," and "grades 
too low to continue”™ did not appear. Signiticant differ-— 
ences among the responses of the three groups were evident 
for eight reasons. Of importance to a greater proportion 
to compulsory and suggested dropouts than to voluntary 
withdrawals were: "lack of interest in courses," “grades 
too low to continue,” “worry over personal problems," and 
tmade the wrong program choice." Voluntary dropouts tended 
to be concerned, more than the other two groups, with; "not 
enough money to continue," "lonely and unhappy," and 
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Reasons for Withdrawal Given by U of A (1) Dropouts 


The top five reasons considered important by this 


group were; 


1, “lack of interest in courses"; 
2. “grades too low to continue’; 

3. “worry over personal problems"; 
4. "made the wrong program choice": 
. "not enough money to continue." 


Grouped by sex. The top five reasons and their rank 
order given by males were the same as for the total U of A 
(1) group. Females reported "other" as a high ranking 
reason, and "grades too low to continue" was not among the 
top five. Significant differences in the responses of the 
two sexes occurred with respect to two high”ranking reasons; 
"srades too low to continue™ and "lack of interest in 
courses" were important to proportionately more men than 
women. 

Grouped by rural-urban home background. High rank- 
ing reasons given by rural and urban dropouts were the same 
as those for the total group, although the rank order 
differed among reasons reported by withdrawals from urban 


homes. Responses to reasons did not differ significantly 
between the two groups. 


Grouped by the extent to which withdrawal was 
voluntary. The reasons given by compulsory and suggested 


dropouts differed slightly from the total group in that 
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"not enough money to continue" was not among the top five 
for either group. "Courses too difficult™ was a high 
ranking reason among compulsory withdrawals, as was "lonely 
and unhappy" in connection with suggested withdrawals. 
Voluntary dropouts did not consider "grades too low to con- 
tinue" one of the most important reasons for withdrawal, 
however, “other” was included among the top five. Signifi- 
cant differences among responses were found for two reasons: 
"erades too low to continue" was considered an important 
factor by a greater percentage of compulsory and suggested 
dropouts than it was by voluntary withdrawals, while the 


latter group reported "other" more frequently. 


Reasons for Withdrawal Given by U of A (2) Dropouts 


High ranking reasons for withdrawal among U of A (2) 


dropouts were: 


lL. “not enough money to continue”; 

A thad successfully completed desired courses"; 
3 Nofifernedsadiul lL Gime  gob™; 

Leoo’planned «to or dideget married": 

5. .othack of rinterest bin courses." 


Grouped by sex. High ranking reasons given by males 
did not include "planned to or did get married"; however, 
"made the wrong program choice" was among the top five. 
Important reasons reported by females did not include "lack 
of interest in courses," but "other" appeared in the top 


five. Significant differences between male and female 
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responses were found with respect to one reason. "Made the 
wrong program choice" was important to proportionately more 
men than women. It was of some importance to 25.0 per cent 
of the males and of major importance to 10.7 per cent, how- 
ever this included only ten ae Tee 

Grouped by rural-urban home background. The top five 
reasons for rural dropouts corresponded to those given by all 
U of A (2) dropouts. Respondents from urban homes reported 
"other" among the top five reasons, while "planned to or did 
get married" was not a high ranking reason, "Had success- 
fully completed courses" and "other" were important toa 
Significantly larger percentage of urban dropouts than those 
from rural homes. 

Grouped by the extent to which withdrawal was 
voluntary. Since all but two respondents were voluntary 
dropouts, the distribution of responses wassipractically 
the same as that of the total group. 

Grouped by marital status. Single dropouts reported 
identical reasons as did the total group. Married students 
didenmot consider “lack- of interestnini courses" to be one of 
the most important reasons, but "other" was among the top 
five-for this group. Significant differences in’ responses 
occurred for “offered a full time job" which was important 


to a larger proportion of married dropouts and it tended 


to be of major importance. 


Reasons for Withdrawal Given by NAIT Dropouts 


The five most important reasons among NAIT respondents 
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were: 
> "made the wrong program choice": 
s ‘lack of interest in courses": 


di 
2 
3. "worry over personal problems"; 
4. "grades too low to continue"; 

D 


- "not enough money to continue." 


Grouped by sex. The top five reasons reported by 
males corresponded to those given by the total group. Not 
included among high ranking reasons for females was "not 
enough money to continue"; "courses too difficult" replaced 
it among the top five. The proportion of males and females 
reporting each reason were not significantly different. 

Grouped by rural-urban home background. It was 
found that dropouts from rural homes reported the same 
high ranking reasons as did the NAIT group as a whole. 
Urban dropouts however, felt that "courses too difficult" 
was also an important factor in withdrawal. The differ- 
ences between proportions of responses to high ranking 
reasons were not statistically significant. 

Grouped by the extent to which withdrawal was 
voluntary. Reasons given by suggested and voluntary drop- 
outs differed from those of the total NAIT group. Suggested 
dropouts felt that "was lonely and unhappy" was relatively 
important, whereas "not enough money to continue" was not a 
high ranking reason. Voluntary dropouts cited "courses too 
difficult" as an important factor, and "grades too low to 


continue" did not appear among the top five. The latter 
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reason was important to a significantly greater proportion 
of compulsory and suggested dropouts than it was to those 


who withdrew voluntarily. 


Reasons for Withdrawal which Differed in Importance Among 
Usofoe Uk z 


(Eye or noe and NATIT 

Hight high ranking reasons, as reported by each 
group, revealed significant differences among responses. 
Four tended to be of importance to proportionately more 
U of A (1) and NAIT dropouts than U of A (2) withdrawals. 
These were: “lack of interest in courses": "grades too 
low to continue"; "worry over personal problems"; and "made 
the wrong program choice." Important to a greater percent- 
age of U of A (2) dropouts were: "not enough money to con- 


tinue"; "had successfully completed desired courses": 


Woffered @ fulfil time job"; “planned to or did get married." 


Dropouts' Plans to Continue Post-Secondary Education 


The majority of all dropouts expressed plans to con- 
tinue their education (71.9 per cent). The group which had 
the largest proportion who intended to return on a full 
time basis was U of A (1), while U of A (2) had the greatest 
percentage who indicated part time continuation. The 
majority, by proportion, who had no plans for further educa- 
tion were from the NAIT group. 

Approximately 70 per cent of U of A (2) dropouts indi- 
éated that, at the time of enrollment they planned to com- 


plete their degrees, but not in four continuous years. 
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DISCUSS ION 


A comparison of reported reasons for withdrawal in 
terms of the total group and of each group individually 
revealsiseveral thingssry Firsts. Ueoft Ag (d).andeNATT.drop- 
outs responded in a similar way, and the reasons they gave 
corresponded to those of the total sample. Second, U of A 
(2) differed in many instances from the other two groups, a 
factor which may cause the over-all picture to be misleading. 
For example, "not enough money to continue" appears to be of 
considerable importance from the standpoint of all dropouts, 
as altvranked second in reasons analyzedi for the,total sample; 
however, it ranked fifth among dropouts from U of A (1) and 
NAIT, and first among those given by U of A (2) withdrawals. 
Distribution of-responses by sex in terms:of ithe, total group 
indicated that four high ranking reasons were important for 
a greater proportion of men than women, and two applied 
mainly to women. However, upon examination of individual 
eroup distributions’ only two reasons, "grades too low to 
eonuimue," and “lack of interest im courses” were important 
to a larger percentage of U of A (1) men than women, and 
thiereriwere ino significant differences between mesponses of 
NAIT males and females. Three reasons were differentially 
important among men and women in U of A (2). The same 
situation applies to the distributions by compulsory, 
suggested, and voluntary withdrawals. On the surface it 


appears that compulsory withdrawals drop out for reasons 
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quite different from those of voluntary withdrawals. How- 
ever, individual group analyses reveal that for U of A (1) 
and NAIT, significant differences only occurred for the 
reason "grades too low to continue," important to propor- 
tionately more compulsory and suggested dropouts than those 
who left voluntarily. U of A (2) was almost completely 
made up of voluntary withdrawals, and this could have con- 
siderable effect on the results of the total group. 

This could be elaborated at length, but what seems 
to be important is that it is likely that a more accurate 
and meaningful assessment of reasons for withdrawal is 
obtained by referring to data summarized by groups, rather 
than that tabulated on a total sample basis. When this is 
done it can be seen that reasons analyzed by cross- 
classification within groups are not, except in one or 
two cases, different from those of the group, and that 
sex, rural-urban, and compulsory, suggested, and voluntary 
distinctions created very few differences. Exceptions to 
this were not consistent throughout, and varied with the 
group: 

It became obvious throughout the reporting of data 
that withdrawal was a complex process. Dropouts gave 
several reasons for their withdrawal and indicated that 
these factors had varying degrees of importance. Many were 
cited repeatedly in cross-classifications of responses, but 
no one reason appeared to be of utmost importance. This 


hints at multicausality in attrition and also leads to 
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another consideration. There seems to be a strong possibi- 
lity that factors may be interrelated. This is not to say 
that correlation among reasons was demonstrated. It was 
not. However, the presence of one factor may well have 
influenced the development of another. Low grades, for 
example, a reason given fairly often, could have resulted 
from any number of conditions other than lack of ability. 
Worry, lack of interest, financial pressures necessitating 
time-consuming employment, are a few circumstances which 
could lead to poor academic performance. Consequently, 
to demonstrate, by tabulating failures, that a great many 
students withdrew while in academic difficulty does little 
to enhance the understanding of the drop out process. 

What this does accomplish, in the opinion of the investi- 

gator, is it points to the possible existence of other less 

easily defined circumstances affecting withdrawal, the 

tangible outcome of which was low academic achievement. 

In this light, from the institutional standpoint, with- 

drawal of a failing student could be explained in terms 

of poor grades, but from the individual's point of view 

it might have been justified in terms of factors which 

precipitated low grades. As a result, any discrepancy 

between the number of dropouts who were in academic diffi- 

culty at the time of their withdrawal and the varying degrees 

of importance they reported for that reason is understandable. 
The reason, "not enough money to continue," although 


not reported as frequently as some previously mentioned, 
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was a high ranking reason. The problem of financial need 
is one which has a more ready solution than many of the 
other factors, particularly in terms of government assis- 
tance. The financial factor in withdrawal is discussed 
in more detail in Chapter VI. 

A large proportion (86.7 per-cent) of U of Ay (2) 
respondents indicated that they intended to continue their 
studies either full time next year, full time in the future, 
or on a part time basis. Approximately 70 per cent expressed 
that at the time of initial enrollment they did not plan to 
attend university for four continuous years even though they 
intended to complete their degrees. The two findings being 
consistent, suggest that U of A (2) were not dropouts in 
the general sense of the word and would be better described 
as having interrupted their education. In addition, it 


appears that the interruption was planned. 
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CHAPTER VI 
FINANCIAL FACTORS AMONG DROPOUTS 


This chapter describes dropouts in terms of financial 
factors. The phrase, government assistance, used throughout 
the chapter, refers to money approved through or granted by 
the Students Assistance Board, Department of Education, 


Government of Alberta. 


"NOT ENOUGH MONEY TO CONTINUE" 
AS A REASON FOR WITHDRAWAL 


Data reported previously in Table 72, page 166, 
indicated that this reason was important in withdrawal for 
46.6 per cent of all dropouts. Closer examination of tab- 
ulations discloses that the money factor was considered 
important by a significantly larger proportion of U of A 
(2) dropouts than U of A (1) and NAIT withdrawals. Among 
U of A (2) respondents, 65.5 per cent felt it to be an 
influencing factor, while 38.7 per cent of U of A(1), and 
37.4 per cent of NAIT dropouts did so. 

Cross-classifications within groups revealed that 
differences in responses were not significant. Within 
U of A (1), differences between the way males and females 
rated the importance of this reason were not statistically 
significant as can be seen in Table 75. The same was true 


when dropouts were grouped according to rural-urban home 
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TABLE 75 


THE EXTENT TO WHICH U OF A (1) DROPOUTS REPORTED 
"NOT ENOUGH MONEY TO CONTINUE" IMPORTANT IN 
WITHDRAWAL: GROUPED BY SEX, RURAL-URBAN 
HOME BACKGROUND, AND TYPE OF WITHDRAWAL 


Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 


Group Apply Importance Importance Totals 
N I N I, N q, N I, 
Sex 
Males fo 63.0 2h eee 20 16.8 TTS * 10070 
Females aS ome 10 Peed, 9g Be) Ea LOO 0 
Totals 100 Si oly 20.9 29 eas G3 OOO 
2 
a SAOSL3 Giie= a2 p= @./762 
Rural-Urban Home Background 
Rural 15 Sia 20 20 a0 i eG LE OG 33 
Urban ep) Gina, iv Lom 16 ees 65 100.0 
Totals LOO Ole 3h Be) 28 deine G62.  1CO.0 
AE = Gib df = 2 p = 0.326 


Type of Withdrawal 


Compulsory £5 Oor6 9 Orel, 4 Oe SOF 100 so 
Suggested 17 77.2 3 13556 2 9.2 22. 10070 
Voluntary ue Bee) fats Pee 3 Pa ie) 102) Goro 
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backgrounds, and the extent to which withdrawal was volun- 


tary. Tables 76 and 77 reveal similar results for U of A 
(2) and NAOT, 


HOW DROPOUTS FINANCED ALL OR PART OF 
THE 1967-68 SCHOOL YEAR 


Sources of Money 


A distribution of the various sources from which 
money was obtained by respondents is given in Table 78. 
The combination of government assistance and own (or 
spouse's) savings and earnings, was the most common source, 
as 23.8 per cent of all dropouts reported it. Money from 
the Students Assistance Board was used in some combination 
by 47.2 per cent of all withdrawals. Within U of A (1), 
"money from own (or spouse's) savings and earnings" was 
reported by 21.4 per cent. Government assistance was used 
to some degree by 43.0 per cent of U of A (1) dropouts. 
Of the U of A (2) dropouts, 38.3 per cent indicated that 
the year was financed through a combination of money from 
their own (or spouse's) earnings plus government assis- 
tance. Over half of U Of A (2) (56.8 per cent) indicated 
that government assistance played a part in supporting 
them financially. Among NAIT withdrawals the category 
having the largest proportion of responses (23.3 per cent) 
was that of "money from own (or spouse's) savings and 


earnings." Government assistance helped 43.0 per cent 


of NAIT dropouts. 
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TABLE 76 


THE EXTENT TO WHICH U OF A (2) DROPOUTS REPORTED 
"NOT ENOUGH MONEY TO CONTINUE" IMPORTANT IN 
WITHDRAWAL: GROUPED BY SEX, RURAL-URBAN 
HOME BACKGROUND, AND TYPE OF WITHDRAWAL 


Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Group Apply Importance Importance Totals 


N I N q, N I, N % 


Sex 
Males @ 62154 S362. le pees 221 OO), © 
Females 5) 63085 Bo are O Me 2 es ae 85 on00..0 
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TABLE 77 


THE EXTENT TO WHICH NAIT DROPOUTS REPORTED "NOT 
ENOUGH MONEY TO CONTINUE" IMPORTANT IN 
WITHDRAWAL: GROUPED BY SEX,RURAL-URBAN 
HOME BACKGROUND, AND TYPE OF WITHDRAWAL 


Dice wN ow Was of Some Was of Major 
Group Apply Importance Importance Totals 


N %, N I, N Io N % 


Sex 
Males LS 62.3 20" 26:40 OG” ly) 7 10066 
Females gens Sigs: se EE Sue hoa ke OhOC RO 
Totals 57 62.6 23.85) Tie 12a S891 816020 
Xe =" 0.170 df = 2 Dp = Oo. olS 


Rural-Urban Home Background 
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SOURCES OF MONEY REPORTED BY U OF A (1) 
U OF A (2),AND NAIT DROPOUTS 
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Dropouts grouped by the extent to which "not enough 
money to continue" was a reason for withdrawal. Results in 


Table 79 show that among the dropouts who indicated this 
reason to be of major importance, 44.8 per cent financed the 
year with a combination of their own money and government 
assistance. This was the most frequently reported method 
of financing. Those who made use of government assistance 
comnpmased /2.4 per cent of the dropouts in this classifica- 
tion. Of the respondents who indicated insufficient funds 
was of some importance in withdrawal, 54.5 per cent indica- 
ted that they received government assistance. Dropouts who 
indicated that "not enough money to continue" was not a 
factor in withdrawal tended to finance their education 
through sources other than the Students Assistance Board. 
Such individuals obtained funds from parents and/or their 
own savings and earnings and accounted for 66.7 per cent 
efnithis classification. 

Table 80 reveals that of U of A(1) dropouts who stated 
insufficient money to be of major importance in withdrawal, 
70.8 per cent made some use of government assistance. The 
most frequently reported method of financing was through 
money from the Students Assistants Board in combination with 
personal earnings and savings. Among respondents rating 
insufficient funds of some importance in withdrawal, 55.9 
per cent reported receiving government assistance. Almost 
two-thirds of the U of A (1) group felt that the money 


factor was not a reason that applied to their discontinuance, 
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TABLE 79 
SOURCES OF MONEY REPORTED BY ALL DROPOUTS: GROUPED 


BY THE EXTENT TO WHICH "NOT ENOUGH MONEY TO 
CONTINUE" WAS A REASON FOR WITHDRAWAL 


The reason "not enough money to continue": 


Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Source of Money Apply Importance Importance Totals 
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TABLE 80 


SOURCES OF MONEY REPORTED BY U OF A (1) DROPOUTS: 
GROUPED BY THE EXTENT TO WHICH "NOT 
ENOUGH MONEY TO CONTINUE" WAS 
A REASON FOR WITHDRAWAL 


The reason "not enough money to continue": 


Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Source of Money Apply Importance Importance Totals 


N I N d, N % N % 
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and 28.0 per cent made use of government funds. Sixty-five 
per cent financed the year with their own money, parents! 
money, Or a combination of both. 

U of A (2) respondents who stated that "not enough 
money to continue" was of major importance tended to report 
use of government assistance. Table 81 discloses that 67.5 
per cent did so. Of those who indicated that insusficient 
funds was of some importance, 56.1 per cent financed the 
year with the help of the Students Assistance Board. 
Approximately 46 per cent of dropouts to whom this reason 
did not apply made use of government assistance. Another 
38.4 per cent reported money sources as being their own 
earnings and savings, money from parents, or a combination 
oPpveoth: 

Results from NAIT dropouts are presented in Table 82. 
Examination of responses from the eleven dropouts who con- 
sidered the money factor of major importance shows that 
eight people made use of government assistance. Twenty-two 
reported "not enough money to continue” as being of some 
importance and eleven of these (50.0 per cent) indicated that 
they were recipients of government assistance. Of the drop- 
outs to whom insufficient money was not a factor in with- 
drawal, 33.9 per cent used money from the Students Assistance 
Board; however, the majority (54.8 per cent) financed their 


year with their own Rely Moke parents! money. 
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TABLE 8&1 


SOURCES OF MONEY REPORTED BY U OF A (2) DROPOUTS: 
GROUPED BY THE EXTENT TO WHICH "NOT 
ENOUGH MONEY TO CONTINUE" WAS 
A REASON FOR WITHDRAWAL 


——— 


The reason "not enough money to continue": 
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source of Money Apply Importance Importance Totals 
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SOURCES OF MONEY REPORTED BY NAIT DROPOUTS: 


TABLE 82 
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GROUPED 


BY THE EXTENT TO WHICH "NOT ENOUGH MONEY 
TO CONTINUE" WAS A REASON FOR WITHDRAWAL 


Source of Money 
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Summer Employment as a Source of Income 


Dropouts were asked to report the number of months 
they were employed during the summer of 1967. Among all 
dropouts, 82.3 per cent reported that they worked for two 
or more months as is shown in Table 83. Within each group 
the following percentages of respondents indicated employ- 
men, to this extent: Uof A (i}5 89.6 pervcent; U9or A G2); 
(eee percent: and NADT, 77<5 per cent. 


Dropouts grouped by the extent to which "not enough 
money to continue" was a reason for withdrawal. At least 


two months of summer employment was reported by 77.4 per 
cent of all dropouts who felt that insufficient money was 
of major importance in withdrawal, as is shown in Table 8k. 
Of those considering this reason of some importance, 78.1 
per cent worked for two or more months and 19.6 per cent 
did not work at all. The percentage of dropouts to whom 
insufficient money did not apply and who worked at least 
two months was 85.7 per cent. 

Table 85 summarizes the responses from U of A (1). 
Within this group the percentages of dropouts who con- 
sidered "not enough money to continue" of major importance, 
of some importance, and not applicable, and who worked for 
two or more months were 86.1, 85.3, and 92.0 respectively. 

Data from U of A (2) is presented in Table 86. Of 
those who reported that the money factor was of major and 
of some importance, 82.5 per cent and 71.9 per cent indi- 


cated that they worked for at least two months. The 
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TABLE 83 


LENGTH OF SUMMER EMPLOYMENT OF U OF A (1) 
U OF A (2), AND NAIT DROPOUTS 
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TABLE 84 


LENGTH OF SUMMER EMPLOYMENT OF ALL DROPOUTS: GROUPED 
BY THE BATENT TO WHICH "NOT BNOUGH MONEY TO 
CONTINUE" WAS A REASON FOR WITHDRAWAL 


The reason "not enough money to continue": 
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TABLE &5 


LENGTH OF SUMMER EMPLOYMENT OF U OF A (1) DROPOUTS: 
GROUPED BY THE EXTENT TO WHICH "NOT ENOUGH 
MONEY TO CONTINUE" WAS A 
REASON FOR WITHDRAWAL 


The reason "not enough money to continue"; 


Number Dad Noe Was of Some Was of Major 
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TABLE 86 


LENGTH OF SUMMER EMPLOYMENT OF U OF A (2) DROPOUTS: 
GROUPED BY THE EXTENT TO WHICH "NOT ENOUGH 
MONEY TO CONTINUE" WAS A 
REASON FOR WITHDRAWAL 


The reason "not enough money to continue”: 


Number Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
of Apply Importance Importance Totals 
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majority of those to whom this reason did not apply also 
worked during the summer, as 79.5 per cent reported at 
least two months employment. 

A comparable analysis of NAIT responses, shown in 
Table 87, revealed that among those who felt that insuf- 
ficient money was of major importance, 72.7 per cent worked 
for two to five months, as did 76.2 per cent of those who 
indicated this reason to be of some importance. Seventy- 
nine per cent of the students who said that "not enough 
money to continue" did not apply were employed for two or 


more months. 


Part-Time Employment During the Academic Term 


Withdrawals were asked if they worked part time 
during the academic term. According to the results sum- 
marized in Table 88, 25.5 per cent of all dropouts worked 
part time during the 1967-68 academic term. By group, 
2om9 per cent of U,of A (1), aO.0 pericentOcl Uler Alize, 
and 36.4 per cent of NAIT dropouts indicated part time 


employment. 


Dropouts grouped by the extent to which "not enough 
money to centinue”" was_a reason for withdrawal. Table 89 


discloses that of those dropouts who felt this reason to 
be of major importance, and of some importance, <5.0 per 
cent and 25.6 per cent respectively, worked part time 

during the year. Among those to whom this reason did not 


apply, 25.6 per cent were employed on a part time basis. 
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TABLE 87 


LENGTH OF SUMMER EMPLOYMENT OF NAIT DROPOUTS: 
GROUPED BY THE EXTENT TO WHICH "NOT ENOUGH 
MONEY TO CONTINUE" WAS A 
REASON FOR WITHDRAWAL 


The reason "not enough money to continue": 


Number Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
of Apply Importance Importance Totals 
Months 
N % N I N dN % 
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TABLE 89 


PART TIME EMPLOYMENT OF ALL DROPOUTS: GROUPED BY 
THE BXTENT TO WHICH "NOT ENOUGH MONEY TO 
CONTINUE" WAS A REASON FOR WITHDRAWAL 


Importance of 
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Within-group analyses, summarized in Table 90, re- 
vealed that the great majority of dropouts in each group 
did not work during the academic term. Of those who 
reported that insufficient funds was of major importance 
in withdrawal, the following proportions of each group 
wormecw=part time: U of A+, 2).1 per cent.) of A (2). 
22.5 per cent; NAIT, 36.4 per cent. Among respondents who 
considered this reason of some importance, 29.4 per cent, 
Ua per cent -and le. percent i U or Wl) i) ot A 
and NAIT worked during the term. Similar analysis of the 
dropouts for whom insufficient money was not a factor in 
withdrawal showed that the proportions of each of the three 
dropout groups who worked part time were 22.0 per cent, 


23.1 per cent, and 33.9 per cent respectively. 


Financial Assistance from the Students Assistance Board 

Table’ 91 indicates that- 26.3 per cent’or all’ drop- 
outs received some form of financial assistance from the 
Students fesievance BDoard. Oniy4.7 per cent applied ‘and 
did not receive any. Within each group the following pro- 
portions received assistance: U of A (1), 42.3 per cent; 
Veer fo (2). 61.8 per cent; NAL], Wc. 7 per cenu. 

It was noted that an inconsistency exists among the 
number of dropouts in U of A (1), U of A (2), and NAIT who 
reported receiving government financial assistance as shown 
in Table 91, and the number who indicated that they financed 


their school term with help from the Students Assistance 
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TABLE 90 


PART TIME EMPLOYMENT OF U OF A (1), U OF A (2), AND NAIT 
DROPOUTS: EACH GROUPED BY THE EXTENT TO WHICH 
"NOT ENOUGH MONEY TO CONTINUE" WAS 
A REASON FOR WITHDRAWAL 


Importance of "not 


enough money to Worked Part Did Not Work Totals 
continue" Time 
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TABLE 91 
RESPONSES OF U OF A (1), U_OF A (2), AND NAIT 


DROPOUTS REGARDING APPLICATION FOR 
GOVERNMENT FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE 


Response U-e—A—CL)-“USo8sAS2) SSN ALE Totals 


N % N % 
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Board as is shown in Table 78, page 186. A possible 
explanations or untae 1s “onat respondents. paruicular.y 
those in U of A (2), may have misinterpreted the meaning 
of assistance and considered various forms of bursaries 
as money from the Students Assistance Board. The dis- 
Crepanties are small (in-each 6f°U of A (1)-and NATT- one 
Podiv igual, ein U of A (2) five), and do nou, im one 
investigator's opinion, distort the over-all picttre. 

Dropouts grouped by the extent to which "not enough 
money to continue" was a reason for withdrawal. Results in 


Table 92 show that among those who reported this reason to 
be of major and of some importance, 72.2 per cent and 55.6 
per cent respectively, received government assistance. Of 
those to whom this reason did not apply, 35.4 per cent 
were given government assistance, and 60.5 per cent indi- 
cated that they did not apply for money. 

Among U of A (1) dropouts who considered "not 
enough money to continue" a reason of major and of some 
importance, 75.9 per cent, and 53.0 per cent” respectively, 
received money from the Students Assistance Board as shown 
in Table 93. The proportions of these two subgroups who 
stated that they did not apply for assistance were <0./ per 
cent and 29.4 per cent. Of those who reported that this 
reason did not apply, 29.0 per cent received assistance and 


66.0 per cent did not request any. 
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TABLE 92 


RESPONSES OF ALL DROPOUTS REGARDING APPLICATION FOR 
GOVERNMENT FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE: GROUPED BY THE 
EXTENT TO WHICH "NOT ENOUGH MONEY TO CONTINUE" 
WAS A REASON FOR WITHDRAWAL 


The reason "not enough money to continue”: 


Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 
Response Apply Importance Importance Totals 


N I N % N % N % 
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TABLE 93 


RESPONSES OF U OF A (1) DROPOUTS REGARDING APPLICATION FOR 
GOVERNMENT FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE: GROUPED BY THE 
EXTENT TO WHICH "NOT ENOUGH MONEY TO CONTINUE" 
WAS A REASON FOR WITHDRAWAL 


The reason "not enough money to continue": 
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Table 94 summarizes comparable data from U of A eeu 
dropouts. Of those who indicated that insufficient money 
was of major importance in withdrawal, 69.2 per cent 
obtained money from the Students Assistance Board, and 
30.8 per cent did not make application. Among those who 
considered this reason of some importance, 62.5 per cent 
were given financial assistance and the remaining 37.5 
per cent did not request it. Money was received by 53.8 
percent of dropouts who reported that insufficient funds 
was not a factor in withdrawal and 43.6 per cent did not 
apply for assistance. 

Responses from NAIT dropouts are summarized in 
Table 95. Those who received assistance comprised 72.7 
per cent of the eleven withdrawals who rated "not enough 
money to continue" of major importance. Only two people 
applied and did not receive money. Of those who indicated 
that this reason was of some importance, eleven or 50.0 
per cent obtained assistance and 45.5 per cent did not 
make application. Slightly more than one-third (33.9 per 
cent) of the respondents for whom insufficient money was 
not a factor in withdrawal received money from the 
“pnaents Assistance Board. Those who did not apply for 
money made up 62.5 per cent of these dropouts. 

Type of financial assistance received. Tables 96 
to 100 summarize data describing the type of government 
financial assistance received by dropouts. The most fre- 


quently reported type was that of part. bean, (pare Berane, 
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TABLE 94 


RESPONSES OF U OF A (2) DROPOUTS REGARDING APPLICATIONS 
FOR GOVERNMENT FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE: GROUPED BY THE 
EXTENT TO WHICH "NOT ENOUGH MONEY TO CONTINUE" 

WAS A REASON FOR WITHDRAWAL 


The reason "not enough money to continue": 


Did Not Was of Some Was of Major 


Response Apply Importance Importance Totals 
N I N % N % N % 
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RESPONSES OF NAIT DROPOUTS REGARDING APPLICATION FOR 
GOVERNMENT FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE: GROUPED BY THE 
EXTENT TO WHICH "NOT ENOUGH MONEY TO CONTINUE" 
WAS A REASON FOR WITHDRAWAL 


The reason "not enough money to continue”: 
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TABLE 97 


TYPE OF GOVERNMENT FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE RECEIVED 
BY ALL DROPOUTS: GROUPED BY THE EXTENT TO 
WHICH "NOT ENOUGH MONEY TO CONTINUE" 

WAS A REASON FOR WITHDRAWAL 
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TYPE OF GOVERNMENT FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE RECEIVED BY 


N20 SAS Cok OP OUlS: 


GROUPED BY THE EXTENT TO 


WHICH "NOT ENOUGH MONEY TO CONTINUE" 
WAS A REASON FOR WITHDRAWAL 


The reason "not enough money to continue": 
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TYPE OF GOVERNMENT FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE RECEIVED BY 


U OF A (2) DROPOUTS: GROUPED BY THE EXTENT TO 
WHICH "NOT ENOUGH MONEY TO CONTINUE" 
WAS A REASON FOR WITHDRAWAL 


The reason "not enough money to continue": 
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GROUPED BY THE EXTENT TO 
WHICH "NOT ENOUGH MONEY TO CONTINUE" 
WAS A REASON FOR WITHDRAWAL 


The reason "not enough money to continue": 
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46.5 per cent of all withdrawals who obtained assistance 
indicated this combination, and 40.4 per cent reported 
receiving loans only. The same trend was observed in U of 
AAC tandhU«ofAA 24 distributions, as the proportions who 
received part loan, part grant were 61.7 per cent and 53.6 
per cent respectively. NAIT dropouts reported differently 
and among recipients of money, 87.1 per cent indicated 
GhaG itSwas*in* loan form. 

Distributions by the extent to which "not enough 
money to continue" was a reason for withdrawal presented 
a similar picture. The following proportions of the total 
eroup, “U@ofTAy (1) 94andsU ofehe (208 whetreportedrthis reason 
to be of major importance, received part loan, part grant; 
hSt3 per -eént).60.9 per®cent, and 5ilsSyper%cent.o-Simille 
arly, for those who felt the reason to be of some importance, 
50.9 per cent, 73.6 per cent, and 52.3 per cent received 
assistance in this form.©-Thecomparative proportions of 
those to whom insufficient money did not apply were 41.6 
per cent, 54.8 per cent, and 57.1 per cent. Among NAIT 
recipients the most frequently reported type of assistance 
was loan only, and of those who considered "not enough 
money to continue" of major and some importance, 100.0 per 
cent (only 8 people) and 90.0 per cent (10 people) respec- 
tively, received money in this form. Bighty per cent of 


recipients to whom this reason did not apply were given 


loans. 
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It should be noted that with respect to between- 
group comparisons of the type of assistance received, 
ditlerences in proportions of responses were statistically 
Significant. As previously mentioned, a greater propor- 
tion of U of A (1) and U of A (2) than NAIT recipients 
were assisted in the form of part grant, part loan, and 
the majority of students from NAIT who obtained govern- 
ment assistance reported it to be in the form of a.loan 
ODay. 

All distributions based on the extent to which the 
reason "not enough money to continue" was important in 
withdrawal revealed that there was little difference among 
the type of assistance received by respondents grouped on 
this criterion, and those differences which did occur were 


NOL scatLs vical l yasitenit icant. 


SUMMARY 


1. “Not enough money to continue," as a reason for 
withdrawal, was of importance to proportionately more U of 
A (2) dropouts than U of A (1) and NAIT withdrawals. Pro- 
portions of each group who indicated that the reason applied 
were 65.5 per cent, 38.7 per cent, and 37.4 per cent respec- 
tively. When dropouts were cross-classified according to 
sex, rural-urban home background, and the extent to which 
withdrawal was voluntary, differences in responses were very 


small and were not statistically significant. 
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<. Money was obtained by dropouts from a variety 
of sources and combinations of sources. Financial assis- 
tance from the Students Assistance Board was reported a 
source by 47.2 per cent of all dropouts, and within froups 
byron Oo per’ centivetsU of As(l), 56n6eperm centi-ofU,or 4 (ae 
and 43.0 per cent of NAIT withdrawals. The use of govern- 
ment assistance in financing the school year was examined 
in terms of dropouts grouped according to whether "not 
enough money to continue" was reported to be of major, or 
some “unportance, or not applicable:- Proportions of each 
of these groups among the total sample who indicated 
government. money was used were /<.4 per cent, 54.5 per cent, 
and 33.3 per cent. Comparative analysis of each of U of A 
(1), U of A (2), and NAIT revealed that proportions were 
similar to those of the total sample and in only one instance 
did they vary more than five per cent. The exception was in 
Wot’ a 2)) where: 46.2 per cent of those to whom insufficient 
funds was not a factor in withdrawal made use of money from 
the Students Assistance Board. The comparable percentage 
in the total sample was 33.3 per cent. 

3. Assistance was in the form of part grant and part 
loan for 46.5 per cent of all those who received money and 
in the form of a loan only for 40:4 per.cent. The most fre- 
quently reported type of assistance in U of A (and Ui ror 
A (2) was that of part grant, part loan, (61.7 per cent and 
53.6 per cent); however, among NAIT recipients 87.1 per 


cent indicated that they received loans only. 
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4. Approximately 82 per cent of all dropouts indi- 
cated that they worked for two or more months Curing “the 
1967 summer. Distributions within each group, according 
to the extent to which "not enough money to continue" was 
a reason for withdrawal, revealed that in every group, 
over=/0.0 per’cent of ‘those rating “this Yfeason of major 
importance, of some importance, or not applicable, worked 
for at-least two months. 

5. Part time employment during the term was not a 
frequently reported source of income, as only 25.5 per cent 
of all dropouts were so employed. Oross-classifications 
according to the importance of the reason "not enough money 
to continue," revealed that proportions of students within 
each classification who worked part time were between 20 
per cent and 30 per cent in the total group, U of A (1) and 
Uvor AIC2) wich vone exception. Among U “of AMZ) dropouts 
for whom this reason was of some importance, only 9.7 per 
cent worked part time. Comparable analysis of NAIT res- 
ponses showed that of those for whom this reason was of 
major importance, some importance, or not applicable, SOL. 
per cent, 42.9 per cent, and 33.9 per cent respectively, 


were employed part time throughout the term. 


DISCUSSION 
Insufficient money did appear to play a part in the 
withdrawal of approximately 47 per cent of the students 


surveyed. However, it is difficult, to assess, with any 
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degree of accuracy, the function of this reason in the 
attrition process. On an individual basis the phrase 

"not enough money to continue" might mean different things 
to different people. A dropout's personal evaluation of 
his financial situation depends upon his own value system 
and style of living, and this varies from person to person. 
Certainly a student might be quite accurate in reporting 
that insufficient money influenced his withdrawal, however, 
iG 1s also possible for a person to feel that he did not 
have enough money to continue studies, not because he 
couldn't exist, but because he could not live the way he 
would like to. This possibility does not render the 
relevant data useless, but it does prompt the exercise of 
caution in making interpretations. 

The=tactvebhat, by proportion, more, U of 4°\7)earop 
outs than other groups reported "not enough money to 
continue" as a reason for withdrawal, is somewhat puzzling. 
le is ditricult to find a Logical reason why this should 
occur. It is the writer's opinion that these results were 
a function of the nature of the group and may be a little 
misleading. Considering the fact that most U of A (2) 
withdrawals were teaching at the time of the survey, and 
that many of them stated that they intended to complete 
their degrees, but not in four continuous years, it is 
likely that they did not think of themselves as dropouts 


in the general sense of the word. Further, when asked 
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to indicate reasons for discontinuance, "not enough 
money to continue" may have sounded reasonable in 
retrospect because the amount of money available 
through teaching was considerably more than that 
available as a student. In light of this, the invest- 
igator suggests that many of these students withdrew, 
not because they could not afford to remain in univer- 
Siuy, but because they could afford to Leave, having 


acquired more earning power. 
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CHAPTER VII 
CONCLUSIONS, IMPLICATIONS, AND RECOMMENDATIONS 


The results of the study present a picture of drop- 
outs and the attrition process which is similar in nature 
to that described by the consensus of research reviewed in 
Chapter II. The responses given by students from the 
University of Alberta and the Northern Alberta Institute 
of Technology emphasize the intricacy of the whole problem 
and lead to the realization that the solution would be 
equally as complex. 

The many concerns arising out of student withdrawal 
were described in the introduction to this study, and they 
were indeed very serious ones. However, one must be care- 
ful, when thinking in terms of individuals, to refrain 
from generalizing the negative aspect of dropping out to 
every case. It is only fair to point out that many with- 
drawals were satisfied with their decisions and expressed 
that it was to their benefit to leave school. Selected 
comments related to this, and to the study in general, are 
reported in Appendix B. 

It is difficult to determine the extent to which 
student withdrawal was permanent. It is possible that, in 
many cases, it represented only an interruption in formal 


education. The desirability of continuous education can 
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be argued from many sides; however, it appears that as the 
job market is requiring a higher level of education than 
ever before and the automated economy is limiting the oppor- 
tunities for employment of untrained people, that continuous 
education, at least to the point of some type of certifica- 
tion, is rapidly becoming a necessity. 

When the total study is drawn into perspective, 
some general observations emerge: 

1. “Lack of interest in courses" and "made the 
wrong program choice" were frequently reported reasons for 
withdrawal and suggest that many students were not adequ- 
ately prepared for post-secondary education. One cause of 
this might be a dearth of, or perhaps the inaccessibility 
of, information regarding the nature of programs and the 
type of work they lead to. This emphasizes the need for 
active programs of vocational and educational counselling 
in the schools. To be effective these must be oriented, 
as much as possible, in a person-centered way, so that a 
student feels that at is his own future that is important, 
and that he can make meaningful decisions based on available 
information. In the writer's opinion, too often such infor- 
mation is provided, but it is not used effectively. 

2, The contention was expressed that, although 
attrition involves many factors, the alleviation of even 
one might be a step forward. Further, as mentioned in 
Chapter VI, the financial factor is one which has a more 


ready solution than some of the Others s.alo placetunissin 
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perspective, it should be remembered that insufficient 
money was not the most frequently reported reason for 
withdrawal, and it was never cited as a sole determinant. 
However, the fact that finances were related in some way 
to the withdrawal of 46.6 per cent of all dropouts, implies 
that this area should be given serious Consideration. It 
is possible that if more money was made available, contin- 
uous education would be within the reach of more students, 
and this is certainly desirable. An accurate assessment 
of the role of financial assistance in the attrition problem 
is hard to obtain. A greater understanding might be gained 
through a follow-up study, by personal interview, of students 
who did receive assistance and withdrew, as well as those 
who did not receive assistance and also withdrew. It is 
recommended that an attempt be made to learn more about the 
attitudes of these two groups of students toward financing 
education and toward education in general. Only with this 
kind of dnguiry will it be possible to sort out whether in- 
sufficient money was, in fact, an important influence in 
withdrawal, and whether it resulted from uncontrollable 
circumstances, or from lack of initiative or indifference. 
3. It seems that a certain amount of responsibility 
for the study of attrition must lie with the educational 
institutions themselves. Unfortunately, the size and com- 
plexity of such institutions foster an impersonal atmosphere, 
and make individual contact a momentous task. However, if 


genuine concern for talent waste does exist, efforts must be 
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made to gain insight into the dynamics of the withdrawal 
process by approaching those best able to provide the raw 
material--the dropouts themselves. If this is done on a 
personal basis, it might result in a ‘better understanding 
of the people involved, rather than a numerical description 
of their responses to a structured questionnaire. The 
latcer is a necessary etep, but/it is only @ start. 

There is a growing need for institutional research 
at the local level. It is recommended that post-secondary 
institutions be asked to carry out continuous studies of 
their students to determine why some do drop out and 
attempt to find out what could be done to change this. 

4. It would be naive not to realize that many of 
the circumstances leading to withdrawal are related to the 
individual's emotional, social, and educational develop- 
ment over many years. If past experiences have produced a 
person who generally has difficulty making decisions, 
adjusting to new situations, or establishing self-direction, 
then certainly these factors will operate in most aspects 
of his life, including his post-secondary education. Impli- 
€ations here are not within the scope of this study, and 
are related to personal-social development of the child 
throughout school; however, they serve to emphasize the 
necessity of having school programs designed to promote 
full growth of the child, and to foster the development 
of a sense of personal responsibility. 


5. The present study was designed to deal with 
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dropouts only, and thereby obtain a general description of 
their characteristics. It would be desirable now, to com- 
pare information obtained with similar data from students 
who did not withdraw from their programs, in an attempt to 
identify which characteristics, if any, are more applicable 
to dropouts than to students who complete their formal 


education. 
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STUDY OF STUDENTS WHO INTERRUPTED OR DISCONTINUED 


THEIR POST-SECONDARY EDUCATION 


DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 
GOVERNMENT OF ALBERTA 


1969 


Please answer the following questions by checking (/) 
the choice which best applies to you. Check only one blank 
in each question unless requested to do otherwise, as in 
questions 2 and 6 


1. What are you doing this year? 


WAS WSS) (8S) 


Working full time 

Working part time 

Housewife (full time) 

Not employed aks : 
Attending a post- secondary institution 
on a full time basis (please name below) 


Other or combination of the above 
(please explain) 


Which of the following express the main reasons why you 


enrolled in a post-secondary (after high school) insti- 
tution? Mark the three most important reasons in order 


(iter 


i 


So > SND 


Nae oie 


The type of work you wanted to do required 
a degree, diploma, or certificate AS 
You felt: you could earn more BoReY with 
further education. . 

You liked school and wanted to. continue 
school : 

Your parents ‘wanted you to “continue 

SChOOL 2) a -aes er ke 

Your friends were continuing “their 

education so yee decided to do the 

Pel Gil: a a Pel el eee or mee ee, er Se er ee ae 5 


(\)) sativento yd enct 


a a Yino xoedd ea aewe = 


sutwreddo ob od bedeeup 


rey he art voy wae au of : 


£ . * . . . * « . - » ‘ ¥ sae © Op 3 anioito ' re ms 7 
s . . : . . . . . . ‘ - / anit) £ “ : i Ss a , 

; (bmi nae fa 

" ae ‘ + - ra ro " ¥ 

f nordusivent i pimeenaine 4 7 Ws 

= a dl 25 af = 


(wafed sman senele) 


Woy Yow eroaset mism a Sestgx 
-lyenl.(fooWae daid tea . 
tTebie of @4088Si JAetrog. 


— 


ae ob oF begnsw i 
Ly - Sts cal Aba 
dard ‘3 10. f 


aunagncs tSy 


In your family everyone is expected to 
his or her schooling after high school 
Other (please explain) 
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continue 


Did you complete grade twelve matriculation (i.e. 
university entrance) requirements? 


If you have answered yes to number three, 
what was your matriculation average? 


ite 
of 
3. 
4 


What plans do you have, 


H (80 per cent or over) 
A (65 to 79 per cent) 
Be (50°to Gh per cent} 
Other (please explain) 


post-secondary education? 


ee 


2 
3 
Lye 
é 


Plan vo. return vo schoollon aul ime 
basis within the next year 

Plan);Go return to school on a full time 
basis sometime in the future 

Plan to continue oi education on a part 
time basis. 

I have no definite “plans to continue 

my education ee ee a 

Undecided we ; 

Other (please explain) 


if any, to continue your 
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Listed below are some possible reasons why students 
discontinue their post-secondary programs. Please 
indicate the relative importance of each one as it 


applied to you at the time you discontinued your 
program. If the reason: 


did not apply -- write 


was of some importance -- write 
was of major importance - write 
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Please fill in each blank in this question. 


16 


Grades too low to continue 
Diihess: (eelt i mse s4. 

Illness (family) : 

Worry over personal problems led to inability 
to concentrate on studies 

You were lonely and unhappy . 

Planned to or did get married 

Not enough money to continue . 

You had successfully completed the. courses” 
you originally planned to take 

Felt you had made the cous choice of 

program . ; 

Courses were too Shae une Se Ge ees 
Lack of interest in courses . . eet! ee dor 
Asked to withdraw by officials of the 

institution for non-academic reasons .... bie? 
Ortered 42 full time job... 27. <8 13 
Decided to complete high school matriculation 1h 
Transferred to another post-secondary 
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(please name below) 


Other (please explain) 16 


Where did you live during most of your school years 
from grade one to grade twelve? 
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ne 


On a farm, or in a village or town (population 
less than aan HOON) = 753 Pe: 1 
IU Ey Aealeay (population 10 ,000 and more) 


What is the highest level of education attained 
byiyouruwather’ 


OO OA] OW FWD 


Less than grade 6 
Grade 6 9 9 4 5% 
Some high school . 
High school graduate : 
Business, technical or trade training 
Some university eS. ASRS 
University graduate : 
Post graduate work at university : 
Other (please explain) 
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What 


your mother? 
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Less than grade 6 
Grade 6 to 9 . 
some high school 
High school graduate ee a ae ee 
Busimess, technical, or trade training . 
(include nursing here if not a university 
degree program) 

some university re ne ee 

University graduate ...:... 

Post graduate work at university 

Other (please explain) 


° 


1s the highest level of education attained by 


What is (was) your father's occupation (state below)? 


if your mother was the main supporter of your’ family 


gurinepeyour highschool years 


and give your mother's occupation below. 
Please be specific. 


their academic terms. 


please check here 


Many students are able to obtain summer jobs between 
During the summer of 1967 (May 


to September inclusive) for approximately what period 
of time were you employed? 


months 
month 

months 
months 
months 
months 


See ES) NG) ra) 
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Did you work part time during the 
1967-68 academic term? 


Yes 


No 


Students who need money to finance their 
schooling may apply to the Students Assistance 
Board, Department of Education, Government of 
Alberta. Which of the following applies to 


you (during 1967-68)? 


Ihe 


Did not apply for assistance . 94 4 «=. 
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Z 
eat Applied for pacadaats but did not receive 
any °. 
oS. Applied for. and. received assistance aoe 

14. If you did receive financial assistance from 
the Students Assistance Board, what form did 
it take? 

Ie “GHheantronhyause.nee ek | 

ie COoMeOm byt cn. sh Ga. ee otal 

Bemereavu loans part eae eo Ws 

4. Scholarship ; Foeor 

5.) (Other combination of these Es 
(please explain) 

15. How did you finance your 1967-68 school year? 
("Government assistance" refers to money approved 
through or granted by the Students Assistance 
Board. 

1. Money from your own(or spouse's) savings 
and earnings Ce ae 
JE OU Own Or spouse! 5) money plus 
government assistance Qe ee ee oe ee 
3 Your own (or spouse's) money, government 
assistance and money, from your parents 
L Your own (or spouse's) ans and 
money from your parents ‘ 
5, Government assistance and money 
LOM yoUbrpaAsenus m. 
Gee “our parents financed you 1967- 68 
school year : age 
7. Other (please explain) 
ie SE ae ean: 2 ye et ee ee eee 
16. Which of the following applies to you? 
le f was asked to withdrew by olficials of 
the instatution -. ob eee 
2. It was suggested by ‘officials “of the 
Pustaituclom wnat L withdrew ee 6.6. ey 
oe. LL withdrew voluntarily “96s pets 23) Fee 
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What type of program were you enrolled cy, 
in 1967-68? 


Degree program a ea more than 
4 years ; 

Four year degree program : 

Three year degree program 

Two year diploma program . 

Other (please explain) 


WF W % is 
Sr SW 


What year of your program were you in when you 
withdrew or discontinued? 


1. First year 

Ze aAtter first year “put not graduating 
year : : : ‘ 

ba Graduating year ; 


At what time of the year did you withdraw 
from or discontinue your program? 


1, After registration but before classes 
began . ; es 

eo. VDurinmg the academic. year as 

3. At the end of the ee 68 academic 
year . : : : 


What was your academic standing at the time 
you withdrew from or discontinued your 
program? 


i Failing more than one course 

2. Failing one course only . . ; 

3. Passing all courses but just ‘parely ‘ 

4 Passing all courses with a overall 
average of 5 or 6 oo 

5 Fassing all courses on. an Sei 
average of 7 : e185 


6. Passing all courses with an overall 
average of § or 9 
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le Please state any comments or suggestions you may 


have in the ‘space below. 
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17. What ty 


QUESTIONS APPLYING TO NAIT WITHDRAWALS 


1967-68? 
1. A two year diploma program 
2. A one year diploma program 
oe 


A program requiring less than one 
year ed ge 


18. How much of your program had you taken before 
you withdrew? 
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None of it - I withdrew before attending 


elasses.. . 

arc. OL the first quarter 

One quarter : : 

Two quarters 

Three quarters 

Four quarters 

Five quarters 

Six quarters - but did not eraduate 


19. What was your academic standing at the time 
you withdrew? 
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Failing more than one course and ere 
a weighted average below 50 —— 
Failing one or more courses and having 
a weighted average above 50 ‘ 
Passing all courses and having a 
weighted average between 50 and 54 
Passing all courses and having a 
weighted average between 55 and 6h 
Passing all courses and having a 
weighted average between 65 and 74 
Passing. all courses and having <2 
weighted average of 75 or over 
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CHECK LIST FOR U OF A (2) WITHDRAWALS 


ie is realized that many students enter the Faculty 
of Education, complete 2 or 3 years of study, and then 
plan to teach. If this was true in your case, please 
complete the check list below in addition to the enclosed 
questionnaire. 


1. Are you teaching now? Yes 1 


No a 
2. Doryouwhave a2 diploma or*certifi-— 
cate from a post-secondary 
iis Glcuuvon: 


If yes please explain below Yes a 


No 2 


Be Uid Fou enroll in the Faculty of Haucation 
Wiechethe Intention of completing) the a .ad. 
without interruption? 


Tes i 
No 2 
Was undecided  _—_—Ciés', 


he Did you enroll in the Faculty of Hducetion 
with the intention of completing the B.Ed. 
eventually but not in four continuous 
years? 


No a 


Was undecided ssi‘ (iB 
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February, 1969 


Dear Sir: (Madam). 


University of Alberta records indicate that 
you were in attandance during the 1967-68 academic 
term but did not enroll this year. We are interested 
in learning about factors influencing students who 
decide not to return, or who are unable to pursue 
their study toward a degree at the present time. 


Will you please complete the enclosed question- 
naire and return it to me in the stamped envelope 
provided? Your frank responses will be greatly appre- 
ciated and are of vital importance to the success of 
this study. You -can rest assured that all informa- 
tion will be kept in the strictest confidence and used 
only to determine over-all averages in summarizing 
results. Thank you for your co-operation. 


Yours sincerely, 


Donald -o. ain, rasp 
Associate Professor 
Department of Educational 
Psychology 

University of Alberta 
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March, 1969 


Dear Sir: (Madam): 


Northern Alberta Institute of Technology records 
indicate that you were in attendance during the 1967-68 
academic term but did not enroll this year. We are 
interested in learning about factors influencing students 
who decide not to return, or who are unable to pursue 
their study toward a diploma at the present time. 


Will you please complete the enclosed question- 
naire and return it to me in the stamped envelope 
provided? Your frank responses will be greatly appre- 
ciated and are of vital importance to the success of 
this study. You can rest assured that all information 
will be kept in the strictest confidence and used only 
to determine over-all averages in summarizing results. 
Thank you for your co-operation. 


Yours sincerely, 


Donald Gs Fair, Pass 
Research Director 
Associate Professor 
Department of Educational 
Psychology 

University of Alberta 
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March, 1969 


Dear Sir: (Madam: ) 


A short time ago questionnaires were sent to a 
number of students who interrupted or discontinued 
their program of study at the institution they attended 
in 1967-68. Our records indicate that you were on the 
mailing list and that, as of yet, we have not received 
your reply. Another copy of the questionnaire is 
enclosed in the hope that you may now find it possible 
to complete and return it. Your frank responses are of 
vital importance to the success of the study and your 
participation will be greatly appreciated. 


You can be assured that any information received 
will be kept in confidence and used only to determine 
over-all averages in summarizing results. Thank you 
for your co-operation. 


Yours sincerely, 


VonaldvGg.. Fain. Pas). 
Research Director and 
Associate Professor 
Department of Educational 
Psychology 

University of Alberta 
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COMMENTS OF RESPONDENTS 


Reactions to Having Dropped Out 


Several respondents commented on their feelings 
toward the decision to leave post-secondary institutions. 
Some of them were: 


Personally, I feel that an interrupted education 
is:sometimes better than getting one's education all 
at once, provided that during the interruption prac- 
tical experience is being gained. (UsoteAnGeir. 
female, single. ) 


After having taught almost a full year I find it 
very advantageous to have taught some before complet- 
ing my B.Bd. (U of A (2), female, single. } 


Best thing I ever done [sic]. (U of A (1), 
male, single.) 


I felt that by staying out one year, that I 
would be more mature in my attitude towards study- 
ing. Jim sure now that I made the right decision. 
(U of A (1), male, single.) 


I believe that it has done me a lot of good 
to stay out, of school for a year especialy working 
where I have been. (Utof A: (a), male 4 single: ) 


Comments Expressing Multicausality 


There was no major reason for my quitting. It 
was a question of a number of minor problems bother- 
me regarding my education, personality, etc. I only 
wish to add that those two years helped me realize 
what university means to me and it rid me of some of 
the illusions I had about university. GUnses amy Wants ei 
male, single.) 
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There were a number of reasons why I discon- 
tinued my university career. Of these reasons there 
is not one that I can point a finger at and say 


Nehat'eiwnyel dropped out.” (Uo ot Av(1)), mate. 
single, } 


Comments Related to Lack of Preparation 


As young students fresh from high school I think 
we are totally unprepared for university life and 
studies. The experiences of my first year plus that 
of working for a year have better prepared me for _ 
thistirall, chat is| if. 1 am exceuted {Sic}. 2) real 
ize how important education is and just how much 
work is involved. (U tor At) female, eimeta:,) 


ho went into university not fully prepared. for the 
eourses 1 wanted to take. (Usef eA Lie tmaibe Seung lea) 


As regards the university itself I believe that 
I had certain expectations about the institution 
itself which were ill founded and did not bear true. 
(UcofeA.(d)5 male, singles) 


The main reason I withdrew was that I had a wrong 
1deéauow Courses. (U of A (1), female, single.) 


Comments Expressing Lack of Goals 


I would very much like to go back to school 
some time but I am not certain as yet what I would 
enroll. ins (NAIT, male, single.) 


I think my main problem was the fact that I 
had no definite goal in) mind once I had completed 
university. (UW of Ar (1), male,,single. } 


Comments Dealing with Money 


The cost of university education I think has 
reached a critical limit. Unless a student obtains 
an exceptionally high paying job during the summer 
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months, he must rely on government assistance and 
later must work several years in his chosen profes- 
SrOnMNUSteCOspayaorfehnis debts. (Ww on Aah] 

male, single.) 


Mysonly reason for not returning for my final 
academic year was the plan to marry. However, 
without the financial assistance of the government 
continued studies would have been impossible. 

(U @fanete)setemnale, <sinele)| 


I would have continued until my degree but it 
was financially impossible. GUO ta) henneen 
married. ) 


I decided to teach for a few years in order to 
repay my loan and save some money so that 1 could 
continue my academic career. (U of A (2), female, 
single.) 


I could have obtained another government loan 
to continue my education, BUT--I have to pay them 
back eventually. (U of A (1), male, single.) 


The reason I did not return this year is that 
I owe a& lot of money and I am trying to get it 
paid back. 2 would lake to return and get my 
diploma. (NAIT, male, single.) 


Miewincreasc mehr ons Tee rdad nol etlect.: (scl 
my choice to leave as I think anyone who works 
during the summer months can put themselves through 
university. (U of A (1), female, single.) 


Miscellaneous Comments 
Glad to see this study being made. CUoe saan 


male, single. } 


When doing such a survey I feel that you will 
accomplish very little, though an effort is always 
better than nothing. (itor We bene learedne lees) 
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I hope you take a more personal attitude towards 
this survey than a mere analysis of numbers and 
percentages because this could be an extremely valu- 
able one. (Umot Ay (1), females sinele.) 


Thank you for the interest shown for students. 
(NAIT, male, single.) 


I appreciate your interest in students who have 
discontinued their post-secondary education. 
(U of A {1), female, single.) 


The administrative structure was just too big 
to really care. Thank you very much for giving me 
a chance to express my views. (U%of ASL) male’, 
single.) 


I would like to thank you for the opportunity 
of expressing myself and answering your questions. 
(UPof Wav), male. single.) 


I do realize the necessity of further training 
outside high school since I have been out in the 
working world. Further education is a must. 
(NAIT, female, single.) 
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